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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regutatory  documents  having 
general  applicabtlity  and  legal  effect  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  In 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 

u.s.a  i5ia 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Offics  Of  Fossil  Energy 
10  CFR  Part  595 

Existing  Regulations  and  Programs; 
Regulatory  Review 

agency:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy,  DOE. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
Office  of  Fossil  Enmgy  is  eliminating  the 
regulations  codified  at  10  CFR  part  595, 
entitled  ‘‘Certification  of  Use  of  Nahiral 
Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  OiL” 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  4, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Keith  N.  Frye,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy  (FE-13),  Washington,  DC  20585, 
(301)  903-2844. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

The  regulations  codified  at  10  CFR 
part  595,  entitled  “Certification  of  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  Oil,”  are 
being  eliminated  because  the  regulations 
which  required  the  use  of  the  part  595 
procedures  were  themselves  eliminated 
in  1983. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Order  No.  30  Program  at 
10  CFR  part  284,  subpart  F,  authcmzed 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  directly 
by  end-users  to  displace  fuel  oil  but 
only  after  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (“DOE”)  had  issued  a  certificate 
of  eligible  use  piursuant  to  the 
procedures  in  10  CFR  part  595. 

.  The  Order  30  Program  terminated  on 
November  4, 1983,  along  with  DOE’S 
eligible-use  certification  procedures  in 
10  CFR  part  595  (48  FR  38207,  August  23, 
1983).  The  part  595  regulations,  however, 
inadvertently  were  not  removed  from 


the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  at  that 
time.* 

List  of  Subjects  In  10  CFR  Part  595 

Fossil  Energy. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC  m  May  28, 1992. 
James  G.  Randolph, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy- 
For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  part  595  of  title  10,  chapter  ffi 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  set  fmlh  below: 

PART  595— CERTIHCATION  OF  USE 
OF  NATURAL  GAS  TO  DISPLACE  FUEL 
OIL  (REMOVED] 

1.  Part  595  is  removed. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13109  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
MUJNO  CODE  SSSO-et-W 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Parts  21  and  29 

[Docket  Now  92-ASW-1;  SpecW  Condition 
29-ASW-6) 

Special  Conditions:  BeN  Helicopter 
Textron  Model  212  and  Model  412 
Helicopters,  Electronic  FUght 
Instrument  System 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administraton,  DOT. 
action:  Final  special  condition;  request 
for  comments. 

summary:  This  special  condition  is 
issued  for  certain  Bell  Helicopter 
Textron  Models  212  and  412  helicopters 
modified  by  Premier  Aviation.  Inc. 
These  heKcopters  will  have  a  novel  or 
unusual  design  feature  associated  with 
the  Electronic  Flight  Instrument  System 
(EFIS).  The  applicable  airworthiness 
regulations  do  not  contain  appropriate 
safety  standards  for  the  requirements  to 
protect  systems  that  perform  critical 
functions  from  the  effects  of  external 
radio  fiequency  energy  sources.  This 
special  condition  contains  additional 
safety  standards  that  the  Administrator 
considers  necessary  to  ensure  that 
critical  functions  of  systems  would  be 
maintained  when  exposed  to  high 
intensity  radiated  fields  (HIRF). 


>  Tba  pMt  ses  Kgulalioiw  wcra  properly  removed 
from  the  Federal  Energy  Guidelinei.  See  2  FEG 
25001-25302  (1990). 


DATES:  Effective  June  4, 1992. 

Comments  for  inclusion  in  the  Rules 
Docket  must  be  received  by  September 
2.1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
duplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Counsel  Attention: 

Rules  Docket  No.  92-ASW-l,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  78193-0007,  or  deliver  in 
duplicate  to  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Chief  Counsel  Building  3B.  room  158, 
4400  Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas. 

All  comments  must  be  marked  Docket 
Na  92-ASW-l.  Comments  may  be 
inspected  in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Chief  Counsel  at  the  address  specified 
above,  between  8  a.m.  and  4  pan., 
weekdays  except  Federal  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Carroll  WrighL  FAA,  Rotorcraft 
Standards  Staff,  Regulations  Group,  Fml 
Worth,  Texas  78193-0111;  telephone 
(817)  624-512a 

SUFFtEMENTARY  information: 
Coamwnts  Invited 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of  a 
final  special  condition  and,  thus,  was 
not  preceded  by  notice  and  an 
opportunity  for  public  commenL 
comments  are  invited  on  this  rule. 
Interested  pmsons  are  invited- to  submit 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 
and  special  condition  number  and  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  address 
specified  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES.”  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments  will  be  considered,  and 
this  special  condition  may  be  amended 
in  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons.  A 
reimrt  that  summarizes  each  FAA-public 
contact  concerned  with  the  substance  of 
this  special  condition  will  be  filed  in  the 
Rules  Docket.  Commenters  wishing  the 
FAA  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  their 
comments  submitted  in  response  to  this 
special  condition  must  submit  a  self- 
addressed,  stamped  postcard  on  which 
the  following  statement  is  made: 
“Comments  to  Docket  No.  92-ASW-l.” 
The  postcard  will  be  date/time  stamped 
and  returned  to  the  commenter. 
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Background 

On  April  26. 1991,  Premier  Aviation, 
Inc.,  2617  Aviation  Parkway,  Grand 
Prairie,  Texas,  applied  for  a 
supplemental  type  certificate  (STC)  to 
install  a  Bendix/King  EFIS/50  Electronic 
Flight  Instrument  System  in  the  Bell 
Helicopter  Textron  Models  212  and  412 
helicopters.  The  Bell  Helicopter  Textron 
Models  212  and  412  are  currently 
approved  under  Type  Certificate  No. 
H4SW.  The  Model  212  is  a  14-passenger, 
two-engine,  11,200-pound  transport 
category  helicopter;  and  Model  412  is  a 
14-passenger,  two-engine,  11,900-pound 
transport  category  helicopter. 

Type  Certification  Basis 

The  certification  basis  established  for 
the  Model  212  includes:  FAR  part  29 
dated  February  1, 1965,  Amendments 
29-1  and  29-2,  and  FAR  29.473,  29.501, 
29.771,  29.903(c),  29.1323,  and  29.1505(b) 
of  Amendment  29.3;  Special  Conditions 
29-12-SW-l;  and  Ditching  in 
accordance  with  FAR  25.801  including 
29.1411  and  29.1415. 

The  certification  basis  established  for 
the  Model  412  includes:  FAR  part  29 
dated  February  1, 1965,  Amendments 
29-1  and  29-2,  and  portions  of 
Amendment  29-3,  specifically,  29.473, 
29.501,  29.633,  29.771,  29.903(c),  29.1323, 
and  29.1505(b);  Special  Conditions  29- 
12-SW-l,  Amendment  1;  Exemption  No. 
3100  against  FAR  29.1323(c);  Category  A 
engine  isolation  requirements;  and 
Ditching  in  accordance  with  FAR  25.801 
including  FAR  29.1411  and  29.1415.  Bell 
Helicopter  Textron  has  elected  to 
comply  with  portions  of  Amendments 
29-4  through  29-30,  specifically  29.151, 
29.161,  29.610,  29.672,  29.1301,  29.1303, 
29.1309,  29.1321,  29.1329,  29.1331,  29.1333, 
29.1335,  29.1351,  29.1353,  29.1431,  and 
Appendix  B. 

Special  conditions  may  be  issued  and 
amended,  as  necessary,  as  a  part  of  the 
type  certiHcation  basis  if  the 
Administrator  finds  that  the 
airworthiness  standards  designated  in 
accordance  with  S  21.101(b)(2)  do  not 
contain  adequate  or  appropriate  safety 
standards  because  of  novel  or  unusual 
design  features  of  an  aircraft  or 
installation.  Special  conditions,  as 
appropriate,  are  issued  in  accordance 
with  §  11.49  and  will  become  a  part  of 
the  type  certiHcation  basis,  as  provided 
by  i  21.101(b)(2). 

Discussion 

The  Bell  Helicopter  Textron  Models 
212  and  412  helicopters,  at  the  time  of 
application,  were  identified  as 
incorporating  one  and  possibly  more 
electrical/electronic  systems  that  will  b( 
performing  functions  critical  to  the 


continued  safe  flight  and  landing  of  the 
helicopter.  The  Electronic  Flight 
Instrument  System  performs  the  attitude 
display  function.  The  display  of  attitude, 
altitude,  and  airspeed  to  the  pilot  is 
critical  to  the  continued  safe  flight  and 
landing  of  the  helicopter  for  instrument 
flight  rules  (IFR)  operations  in 
instrument  meteorological  conditions. 
When  the  design  is  finalized.  Premier 
Aviation,  Inc,,  will  provide  the  FAA 
with  a  preliminary  hazard  analysis  that 
will  identify  any  other  critical  functions 
performed  by  electrical/electronic 
systems. 

Recent  advances  in  technology  have 
given  rise  to  the  application  in  aircraft 
designs  of  advanced  electrical  and 
electronic  systems  that  perform 
functions  required  for  continued  safe 
flight  and  landing.  These  advanced 
systems  are  responsive  to  the  transient 
effects  of  induced  electrical  current  and 
voltage  caused  by  the  high  intensity 
radiated  fields  (HIRF)  incident  on  the 
external  surface  of  the  helicopter.  These 
induced  transient  currents  and  voltages 
can  degrade  the  performance  of  the 
electrical/electronic  systems  by 
damaging  the  components  or  by 
upsetting  the  system's  functions. 

Furthermore,  the  electromagnetic 
environment  has  undergone  a 
transformation  not  envisioned  by  the 
current  application  of  the  §  29.1309(a) 
requirement.  Higher  energy  levels 
radiate  from  operational  transmitters 
that  are  currently  used  for  radar,  radio, 
and  television.  Also,  the  number  of 
transmitters  has  increased  significantly. 

Existing  aircraft  certiHcation 
requirements  are  inappropriate  in  view 
of  these  technological  advances.  In 
addition,  the  FAA  has  received  reports 
of  some  significant  safety  incidents  and 
accidents  involving  military  aircraft 
equipped  with  advanced  electronic 
systems  when  they  were  exposed  to 
electromagnetic  radiation. 

The  combined  effects  of  the 
technological  advances  in  helicopter 
design  and  the  changing  environment 
have  resulted  in  an  increased  level  of 
vulnerability  of  the  electrical/electronic 
systems  required  for  the  continued  safe 
flight  and  landing  of  the  helicopter. 
Effective  measures  to  protect  these 
helicopters  against  the  adverse  effects 
of  exposure  to  HIRF  must  be  provided 
by  the  design  and  installation  of  these 
systems.  The  primary  factors  that  have 
contributed  to  this  increased  concern 
are:  (1)  The  increasing  use  of  sensitive 
electronics  that  perform  critical 
functions;  (2)  the  reduced 
electromagnetic  shielding  afforded 
helicopter  systems  by  advanced 
technology  airframe  materials;  (3)  the 
adverse  service  experience  of  military 


aircraft  using  these  technologies;  and  (4) 
the  increase  in  the  number  and  power  of 
radio  frequency  emitters  and  the 
expected  increase  in  the  number  of 
these  emitters  in  the  future. 

The  FAA  has  recognized  the  need  for 
aircraft  certification  standards  to  keep 
pace  with  the  developments  in 
technology  and  environment  and,  in 
1986,  initiated  a  high  priority  program  to: 
(1)  Determine  and  define  the 
electromagnetic  energy  levels;  (2) 
develop  and  describe  guidance  material 
for  design,  test,  and  analysis;  and  (3) 
prescribe  and  promulgate  regulatory 
standards.  The  FAA  participated  with 
industry  and  airworthiness  authorities 
of  other  countries  to  develop 
internationally  recognized  standards  for 
certification. 

The  FAA  and  airworthiness 
authorities  of  other  countries  have 
established  a  level  of  HIRF  environment 
that  a  helicopter  could  be  exposed  to 
during  IFR  operations. 

While  the  HIRF  requirements  are 
‘being  Finalized,  the  FAA  is  adopting 
special  conditions  for  the  certification  of 
aircraft  that  employ  electrical/electronic 
systems  performing  critical  functions. 

The  accepted  maximum  energy  levels  in 
which  civilian  helicopter  system 
installations  must  be  capable  of 
operating  safely  are  based  on  surveys 
and  analysis  of  existing  radio  frequency 
emitters.  This  special  condition  requires 
that  the  helicopter’s  electrical/electronic 
systems  and  associated  wiring 
harnesses  be  protected  from  these 
energy  levels.  These  external  threat 
levels  are  believed  to  represent  the 
worst-case  exposure  for  a  helicopter 
operating  under  IFR. 

The  defined  HIRF  environment 
speciHed  in  this  special  condition  is 
based  on  many  critical  assumptions; 
among  these  is  that,  with  the  exception 
of  takeoff  and  landing  at  an  airport,  the 
aircraft  would  be  not  less  than  500  feet 
above  ground  level  (AGL).  Helicopters 
operating  under  visual  flight  rules  (VFR) 
routinely  operate  at  less  than  500  feet 
AGL  and  perform  takeoffs  and  landings 
at  locations  other  than  controlled  ■ 
airports.  Therefore,  it  would  be  expected 
that  the  HIRF  environment  experienced 
by  a  helicopter  operating  VFR  may 
exceed  the  given  environment  by  twice 
or  more. 

This  special  condition  would  require 
qualification  of  electrical/electronic 
systems  that  perform  critical  functions, 
as  installed  in  aircraft,  to  either  a 
defined  HIRF  environment  or  a  fixed 
value  using  laboratory  tests. 

The  applicant  may  demonstrate  that 
the  operation  and  the  operational 
capability  of  the  installed  electrical/ 
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electronic  systems  that  perform  critical 
functions  are  not  adversely  affected 
when  the  aircraft  is  exposed  to  the  HIRF 
enviroiunent.  The  FAA  has  determined 
that  the  environment  defined  in  TaUe  1 
is  acceptable  for  critical  functions  in 
helicopters  operating  not  less  than  500 
feet  AGL  For  critical  functions  in 
helicopters  operating  at  altitudes  less 
than  500  feet  ACL,  additional 
considerations  must  be  given. 

The  applicant  may  demonstrate  by  a 
laboratory  test  that  the  electrical/ 
electronic  systems  that  perform  critical 
functions  withstand  a  peak 
electromagnetic  field  strength  in  a 
fi-equency  range  of  10  KH,  to  18  GH,.  If  a 
laboratory  test  is  used  to  show 
compliance  with  the  HIRF  requirements, 
no  credit  would  be  given  for  signal 
attenuation  due  fo  installation.  A  level 
of  100  v/m  and  further  considerations, 
such  as  an  alternate  technology  backup 
that  is  immune  to  HIRF,  are  appropriate 
at  this  time  for  critical  Unctions  during 
IFR  operations.  A  level  of  200  v/m  and 
further  considerations,  such  as  an 
alternate  technology  backup  that  is 
immune  to  HIRF  are  more  appropriate 
for  critical  functions  during  VFR 
operations. 

For  helicopters,  the  primary  electronic 
flight  displays  are  critical  for  IFR 
operations  and  a  full  authority  digital 
engine  control  (FADEC)  is  an  example 
of  a  critical  functioning  system  for  all 
operations  (both  IFR  and  VFR). 

A  preliminary  hazard  analysis  must 
be  performed  by  the  applicant  for 
approval  by  the  FAA  to  identify 
eiectrical/electronic  systems  that 
perform  critical  functions.  The  term 
“critical’*  means  those  functions  whose 
failure  would  contribute  to  or  cause  a 
failure  condition  that  would  prevent  the 
continued  safe  flight  and  landing  of  the 
helicopter.  The  systems  identified  by  the 
hazard  analysis  that  perform  critical 
functions  are  the  ones  that  are  required 
to  have  HIRF  protection. 

A  system  may  perform  both  critical 
and  noncritical  functions.  Primary 
electronic  flight  display  systems  and 
their  associated  components  perform 
critical  functions  such  as  attitude, 
altitude,  and  airspeed  indication.  The 
HIRF  requirements  would  only  apply  to 
the  critical  functions. 

Compliance  with  HIRF  requirements 
will  be  demonstrated  by  tests,  smalysis, 
models,  similarity  with  existing  systems, 
or  a  combination  of  these  methods. 
Service  experience  alone  will  not  be 
acceptable  since  such  experience  in 
normal  flight  operations  may  not  include 
an  exposure  to  the  HIRF  environmental 
condition.  Reliance  on  a  system  with 
similar  design  features  for  redundancy 


as  a  means  of  protection  against  the 
effects  of  external  HIRF  is  generally  “  " 
insufficient  since  all  elements  of  a 
redundant  system  are  likely  to  be 
concurrently  exposed  to  the  fields. 

The  modulation  should  be  selected  for 
the  signal  most  likely  to  disrupt  the 
operation  of  the  system  under  test, 
based  on  its  design  characteristics.  For 
example,  flight  control  systems  may  be 
susceptible  to  3  H,  square  wave 
modulation  while  the  video  signals  for 
electronic  display  systems  may  be 
susceptible  to  400  H,  sinusoid^ 
modulation.  If  the  worst-case 
modulation  is  unknown  or  cannot  be 
determined,  default  modulations  may  be 
used.  Suggested  default  values  are  a  1 
KH,  sine  wave  with  80  percent  depth  of 
modulation  in  the  frequency  range  from 
10  KH.  to  400  MH.  and  1  KH,  square 
wave  with  greater  than  90  percent  depth 
of  modulation  from  400  MH,  to  18  GH^ 
For  frequencies  where  the  unmodulated 
signal  would  cause  deviations  from 
normal  operation,  several  different 
modulating  signals  with  various 
waveforms  and  frequencies  should  be 
applied. 

Acceptable  system  performance 
would  be  attained  by  demonstrating  that 
the  critical  aspects  of  the  system  imder 
consideration  continue  to  perform  its 
intended  function  during  and  after 
exposure  to  required  electromagnetic 
fields.  Deviations  from  system 
specification  may  be  acceptable  but 
need  to  be  independently  assessed  by 
the  FAA  for  each  application. 

Table  1.  Field  Strength  Volts/Meter 


Frequency 

Peak 

Average 

10-600  . .  . . 

60 

60 

500-2000 . . . . 

80 

60 

2-30  MH. . 

200 

200 

30-100..  _  .  . . 

33 

33 

100-200 _ _ _ 

160 

33 

200-400 _  _ - _  . 

66 

33 

400-1000 . . 

4020 

936 

1-2  GH, . 

7850 

1750 

2-4  ~  _  . . . . 

6000 

1160 

4-a  . 

6800 

310 

6-8  -  . . 

3600 

666 

6100 

1270 

12-18„ . . 

3600 

551 

la-sn  . 

2400 

750 

Conclusion 

This  action  will  affect  only  certain 
unusual  or  novel  design  featmes  on  one 
series  of  helicopters.  It  is  not  a  rule  of 
general  applicability  and  will  afreet  only 
the  manufacturer  who  applied  to  the 
FAA  for  approval  of  these  features  on 
the  afrected  helicopters. 

The  substance  of  diis  special 
condition  has  been  subjected  to  the 


notice  and  comment  procedure  in 
several  prior  q)ecial  conditiems.  This 
special  condition  has  been  derived 
without  substantive  change  from  those 
previously  issued.  Therefore,  it  is 
unlikely  that  prior  public  comment 
would  have  resulted  in  a  significant 
change  in  the  substance  of  this  special 
condition.  For  this  reason,  and  because 
a  delay  would  significantly  adversely 
afreet  the  certification  of  these 
helicopters,  which  is  imminent,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  prior  public  notice 
and  comment  are  unnecessary  and 
impracticable,  and  good  cause  exists  for 
adopting  this  special  condition 
immediately,  llierefore,  this  special 
condition  is  being  made  efrective  upon 
issuance.  However,  the  FAA  is 
requesting  comments  to  allow  interested 
persons  to  submit  views  that  may  not 
have  been  submitted  in  response  to  the 
similar  special  conditions  previously 
issued. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Parts  21  and 
29 

Aircraft,  Air  transportation.  Aviation 
safety,  Rotorcraft,  Safety. 

The  authority  citation  for  this  special 
condition  is  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1344, 1348(c),  1352, 
1354(a),  1355. 1421  through  1431, 1502, 
1651{bK2);  42  U.S.C.  1857f-10, 4321  et  seq.: 
EO.  11541;  49  U5.C.  106(g)  (Rev,  Pub.  L  97- 
449,  January  12, 1983). 

The  Final  Special  CondititHi 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  following  special  condition  is  issued 
as  part  of  the  supplemental  type 
certification  bases  for  the  Bell 
Helicopter  Textron  Model  212  and 
Model  412  helicopters. 

Protection  for  Electrical/Electronic 
Systems  From  High  Intensity  Radiated 
Fields 

Each  system  that  performs  critical 
functions  must  be  designed  and 
installed  to  ensure  that  the  operation 
and  operational  capabilities  of  these 
critical  functions  are  not  adversely 
afrected  when  the  helicopter  is  exposed 
to  high  intensity  radiated  fields  external 
to  the  helicopter. 

Issued  in  F(m1  Worth.  Texas,  on  May  19, 
1992. 

Henry  A.  Armstrong, 

Acting  Manager,  Rotorcraft  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13069  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  code  4S10-13-M 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

(Docket  No.  90>ANE-26;  Amendment  39- 
8240,  AO  92-10-06] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Air  Cruisers 
Co.,  TSO-C69,  Evacuation  Slides 
System 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
applicable  to  Air  Cruisers  Co.,  TSO-C69, 
Evacuation  Slides  System,  Part  Numbers 
(P/N)  D31021-101  and  -103.  This  action 
requires  modification  and  inspection  of 
slides  identiHed  by  certain  serial 
numbers.  This  amendment  is  prompted 
by  two  reports  of  slides  deploying 
improperly.  This  condition,  if  not 
corrected,  could  result  in  improper 
inflation  of  the  slides,  which  could 
hamper  the  emergency  evacuation  of  an 
aircraft. 

DATES:  Effective  July  6, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  July  6, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  Air  Cruisers  Co.,  P.O.  Box  180, 
Belmar,  NJ  07719-0180.  This  information 
may  be  examined  at  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  (FAA),  New 
England  Region,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Chief  Counsel,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts,  or  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
room  8401,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  C.  Kallis,  Aerospace  Engineer,  New 
York  Aircraft  Certification  Office, 
Systems  and  Equipment  Branch,  ANE- 
173,  Engine  &  Propeller  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service,  FAA,  181 
South  Franklin  Avenue,  room  202, 

Valley  Stream,  New  York  11581-1145; 
telephone  (516)  791-6427. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  a  new 
airworthiness  directive  (AD),  that  is 
applicable  to  Air  Cruisers  Evacuation 
Slides,  Part  Numbers  (P/N)  D31021-101 
and  -103,  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  28, 1991  (56  FR 
3051).  That  action  proposed  to  require 
modifications  and  inspections  of  slides 
identified  by  certain  serial  numbers  in 
accordance  with  Air  Cruisers  Co., 
Service  Bulletin  No.  001-25-6,  Revision 
4,  dated  May  24, 1990. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 


making  of  this  amendment.  Two 
comments  were  received. 

One  commenter  recommends  that  the 
slides  be  modified  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  to  ensure  that  a  high  level  of 
reliability  exists  in  these  systems.  The 
AD  as  proposed  requires  compliance 
within  nine  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  AD.  No  alternative 
compliance  period  was  proposed,  and 
the  FAA  finds  that  the  proposed 
compliance  time  provides  an  acceptable 
level  of  safety.  Therefore,  the  proposed 
compliance  time  has  not  been  altered. 

The  other  commenter  expressed  no 
objection  to  adoption  of  the  proposed 
rule. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  the  AD  has  been 
reworded  for  clarity  by  including  the 
affected  part  numbers  and  serial 
numbers. 

The  economic  analysis  has  been 
revised  to  increase  the  specified  hourly 
labor  rate  from  $40  per  manhour,  as  was 
discussed  in  the  NPRM,  to  $55  per 
manhour. 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  including  the  comments  noted 
above,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  air 
safety  and  the  public  interest  require  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  as  proposed,  with 
the  changes  described. 

There  are  approximately  222 
emergency  evacuation  slides  of  the 
affected  design  in  the  worldwide  fleet.  It 
is  estimated  that  120  slides  on  aircraft  of 
U.S.  registry  will  be  affected  by  this  AD, 
that  it  will  take  approximately  8 
manhours  per  slide  to  accomplish  the 
required  actions,  and  that  the  average 
labor  cost  will  be  $55  per  manhour.  The 
cost  of  required  parts  is  estimated  to  be 
$680  per  slide.  Based  on  these  figures, 
the  total  cost  impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S. 
operators  is  estimated  to  be  $135,000. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government.  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 
determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  imder  Executive  O^er  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979);  and  (3)  will 
hot  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  final  evaluation  has  been  prepared  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 


Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 

ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 

Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  as 
follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1354(a),  1421  and 
1423:  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

AD  92-10-06  Air  Cruisers  Company: 

Amendment  No.  39-8240  Docket  No.  90- 
ANE-28 

Applicability:  Air  Cruisers  Co.  TSC)-C69 
Emergency  Evacuation  Slide  System,  Part 
Numbers  (P/N)  D31021-101  and  -103,  Serial 
Numbers  1  through  222,  installed  on  but  not 
limited  to  Airbus  Industries  Models  A300  B2- 
IC,  A300  B4-2C,  A300  BA-200  and  A300  B4- 
600  series  aircraft. 

Compliance:  Required  within  9  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless 
previously  accomplished. 

To  prevent  improper  inflation  of  the  slides, 
which  could  hamper  the  emergency 
evacuation  of  an  aircraft,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Modify  and  reidentify  Air  Cruisers  Co. 
Evacuation  Slide  System,  P/N  D31021-101 
and  -103,  serial  numbers  1  through  222,  in 
accordance  with  Air  Cruisers  Co.  Service 
Bulletin  (SB)  001-25-8,  Revision  4,  dated  May 
24, 1990,  Paragraph  2,  Accomplishment 
instructions. 

(b)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  if  approved  by  the  Manager,  New 
York  Aircraft  Certification  Office,  Engine  and 
Propeller  Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification 
Service,  FAA,  181  South  Franklin  Avenue, 
Valley  Stream,  New  York  11581-1145.  The 
request  should  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA 
Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may 
add  comments  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  New  York  Aircraft  Certification 
Office. 
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Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods'of 
compliance  with  this  airworthiness  directive, 
if  any.  may  be  obtained  from  the  New  York 
Aircraft  Certification  Offlce. 

(d)  The  modiflcations  and  inspections 
required  by  this  AD  shall  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  with  the  following  Air  Cruisers 
Co.  Service  Bulletin: 


Document 

No. 

Page 

Issue/ 

Revision 

Date 

S.B.001- 

1.  3. 4.  5. 

Rev.  No.  4... 

May  24. 

25-8. 

8.9, 11, 

Rev.  No.  3... 

1990. 

14, 16. 

April  30, 

21,  and 

22. 

1990. 

2.  6,  7. 10. 

12,  13. 

15. 17, 

18.  19, 
20,23, 

24.  25, 
and  26. 

Total  Pages:  26. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552(a) 
and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  Air  Cruisers  Co.,  P.O.  Box  180  Belmar, 

NJ  07719-0160.  Copies  may  be  reviewed  at 
the  FAA,  New  England  Region,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  room  311,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts,  or  at  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  room  8401, 
Washington,  DC. 

(e)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  July 
6, 1992. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
April  17, 1992. 

Michael  H.  Borfitz, 

Acting  Manager,  Engine  and  Propeller 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-13041  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
fULUNO  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  91-ASW-33;  Amendment  39- 
8232;  AD  92-09-07] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Beii 
Heiicopter  Textron,  Inc.,  Model  206A 
and  206B  Helicopters 
agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  Bell  Model  206A  and  206B 
helicopters.  This  action  requires  an 
inspection  for  cracks  and  modification 
of  the  vertical  Hn  supports.  In  addition, 
an  inspection  for  gaps  between  the 
vertical  fin  supports  and  fin  mounted 
inserts  is  required.  This  amendment  is 
prompted  by  a  manufacturer's  report 
that  installation  of  an  external  doubler 
on  the  vertical  fin  may  require  spacers 
between  the  fin  and  the  tailboom  to 
preclude  unacceptable  loads  on  certain 


fin  supports.  The  actions  specified  in 
this  AD  are  intended  to  prevent  fatigue 
failure  of  the  vertical  fin  supports  that 
could  result  in  loss  of  the  vertical  fin 
and  loss  of  control  of  the  helicopter. 
DATES:  Effective  June  29, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  June  29, 

1992. 

Comments  for  inclusion  in  the  Rules 
Docket  must  be  received  by  July  20, 

1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  may  be  obtained  from 
Bell  Helicopter  Textron,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
482,  Fort  Worth.  TX  76101.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  Offlce  of  the  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  Rules  Docket.  4400  Blue  Mound 
Road,  room  158,  Building  3B,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas. 

Submit  comments  in  triplicate  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA), 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief  Counsel, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  91-ASW- 
33,  4400  Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  76193-0007. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Richard  Monschke,  FAA,  Rotorcraft 
Certification  Office,  ASW-170,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76193-0170,  telephone 
(817)  624-5277. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Bell 
Helicopter  Service  Letter  No.  206-203, 
dated  December  18, 1972,  modified  Bell 
Model  206A  and  206B  helicopters  by 
adding  a  doubler,  part  number  (P/N) 
206-020-113-109,  to  the  vertical  fin,  P/N 
206-020-113-5,  -7.  -9.  and  107.  This 
doubler  provided  additional  strength  to 
the  inboard  side  of  the  vertical  fln  and 
provided  an  acceptable  repair  for 
cracked  flns.  Bell  Helicopter  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  No.  206-joi-73-5,  dated 
June  27, 1973,  provided  for  the 
inspection  and  replacement  of  cracked 
vertical  fln  supports,  P/N  206-031-417- 
003,  -007,  206-031-418-001,  and  -005. 
Airworthiness  Directives  No.  73-12-01 
and  73-21-03  mandated  compliance 
with  these  two  service  letters  or 
bulletins. 

Recently  the  FAA  received  a  report  of 
cracked  vertical  fln  supports  on  a  Bell 
206B  helicopter.  Further  engineering 
analysis  and  investigation  has 
determined  that  if  a  gap  exists  between 
the  fln  mounted  inserts  and  the  vertical 
fln  supports,  unacceptable  loads  could 
occur  on  the  supports.  This  condition,  if 
not  corrected,  could  result  in  fatigue 
failure  of  the  vertical  fln  supports,  loss 
of  the  vertical  fln,  and  subsequent  loss 
of  control  of  the  helicopter. 

Since  this  condition  described  is  likely 
to  exist  or  develop  on  other  helicopters 
of  the  same  type  design,  this  AD  is  being 


issued  to  prevent  fatigue  failure  of  the 
vertical  fln  supports.  This  AD  requires 
an  inspection  for  cracks  in  the  vertical 
fln  supports  and  a  modiflcation  to 
affected  fln  assemblies  to  reduce  the 
fatigue  exposure  of  the  vertical  fln 
supports. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  require 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
opportunity  for  prior  public  comment 
hereon  are  impracticable,  and  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Comments  Invited 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of  a 
final  rule  that  involves  requirements 
affecting  flight  safety  and,  thus,  was  not 
preceded  by  notice  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment,  comments  are 
invited  on  this  rule.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  submit  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
Rules  Docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  triplicate  to  the  address  specified 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered,  and  this  rule  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  the  comments 
received.  Factual  information  that 
supports  the  commenter's  ideas  and 
suggestions  is  extremely  helpful  in 
evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  AD 
action  and  determining  whether 
additional  rulemaking  action  would  be 
needed. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  rule  that  might  suggest  a  need  to 
modify  the  rule.  All  comments  submitted 
will  be  available,  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  the  AD 
will  be  filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  rule  must 
submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  91-ASW-33.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government.  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 
determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
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have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation 
and  that  it  is  not  considered  to  be  major 
under  Executive  Order  12291.  It  is 
impracticable  for  the  agency  to  follow 
the  procedures  of  Executive  Order  12291 
with  respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule 
must  be  issued  immediately  to  correct 
an  unsafe  condition  in  aircraft.  It  has 
been  determined  further  that  this  action 
involves  an  emergency  regulation  under 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures 
(44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979).  If  it  is 
determined  that  this  emergency 
regulation  otherwise  would  be 
significant  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  a  final 
regulatory  evaluation  will  be  prepared 
and  placed  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy 
of  it  if  filed,  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference,  and 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.69. 

939.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

AD  92-09-07  Bell  Helicopter  Textron.  Inc 
(BHTI):  Amendment  39-8232  Docket  No. 
91-ASW-33. 

Applicability:  All  Bell  Helicopter  Textron. 
Inc.  Model  206A  and  206B  helicopters,  serial 
numbers  (S/N)  4  through  1163,  certificated  in 
any  category,  equipped  with  a  vertical  fin 
assembly  that  has  an  external  doubler,  part 
number  (P/N)  206-020-113-109.  installed  on 
the  lefthand  side  adjacent  to  the  supports. 

C<,i,}pliance;  Required  within  30  days  or 
100  hours'  time  in  service,  whichever  comes 
first,  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 
unless  previously  accomplished. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  vertical  fin 
supports,  which  could  result  in  loss  of  the 
vertical  fin  and  loss  of  control  of  the 
helicopter,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Inspect  for  cracks  and  modify  the 
vertical  fin  supports  in  accordance  with  part  I 


of  Bell  Helicopter  Alert  Service  Bulletin  Na 
206-91-60.  dated  June  28. 1991. 

(b)  Prior  to  reinstalling  the  fin  assembly, 
inspect  for  any  gaps  between  the  tailboom 
and  the  fin  mounted  inserts.  If  any  gaps  are 
found,  comply  with  part  II  of  Bell  Helicopter 
Alert  Service  Bulletin  No.  206-91-60,  dated 
June  26, 1991.  If  gaps  are  not  found 
reassemble  the  aircraft  in  accordance  with 
the  manufacturer's  maintenance  manual 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Rotorcraft  Certification  Office,  ASW-170, 

4400  Blue  Moucid  Road.  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
76193-0170.  The  request  shall  be  forwarded 
through  an  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  concur  or  comment  and 
then  send  it  to  the  Manager,  Rotorcraft 
Certification  Office. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  %vith  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  helicopter  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AO  can  be 
accomplished. 

(e)  liie  inspections  and  modifications  to 
the  vertical  fin  assembly  and  supports,  and 
the  inspection  for  gaps  shall  be  done  in 
accordance  with  Bell  Helicopter  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  No.  206-91-60,  parts  I  and  II,  dated 
June  28, 1991.  This  incorporation  by  reference 
was  approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  LI.S.C.  S52(a) 
and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  Bell  Helicopter  Textron,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
482.  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101.  Copies  may  be 
inspected  at  the  FAA,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Chief  Counsel.  FAA.  4400  Blue  Mound  Road, 
Bldg.  3B,  room  158,  Fort  Worth.  Texas,  or  at 
the  O^ice  of  the  Federal  Register,  1100  L 
Street  NW^  room  8401,  Washington.  DC 

(f)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  June 
29. 1992. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  April  6. 
1992. 

Henry  A.  Armstrong, 

Acting  Manager,  Rotorcraft  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13040  Filed  6-3-92;  6:45  am) 
BaXMQ  CODE  4S10-tS-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

(Docket  No.  92-NM-06-AD;  Amendment  39- 
8256;  AD  92-1 1-06] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  British 
Aerospace  Modei  BAe  146-100A, 

200A,  and  300A  Series  Airpianes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace  Model 
BAe  146-lOOA.  200A,  and  300A  series 
airplanes,  that  requires  installation  of 
shorter  hoses  at  certain  locations  in  the 
pitot-static  system  on  ejected  airplanes. 
This  amendment  is  prompted  by  recent 


reports  of  low  spots  in  pitot-static 
system  hoses  that  could  result  in  water 
being  trapped  and  causing  the  pitot- 
static  system  to  malfimction.  The 
actions  specified  by  this  AD  are 
intended  to  eliminate  the  low  spots  and 
prevent  the  generation  of  incorrect  air 
speed  and  altitude  information. 

DATES:  Effective  July  9, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  July  9, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace,  PLC.  Librarian 
for  Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414, 
Dulles  International  Airport, 

Washington  DC  20041-0414.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA), 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  Rules 
Docket,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
room  8401,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

William  Schroeder,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington  98055-4056; 
telephone  (206)  227-2113;  fax  (206)  227- 
1320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace  Modei 
BAe  146-lOOA,  200A,  and  300A  series 
airplanes  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  12, 1992  (57  FR 
5085).  That  action  proposed  to  require 
installation  of  shorter  hoses  at  certain 
locations  in  the  pitot-static  system  on 
ejected  airplanes. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment.  Due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  a  single 
comment  received. 

The  commenter  supports  the  proposed 
rule. 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  including  the  comment  noted 
above,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  air 
safety  and  the  public  interest  require  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  as  proposed. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  18  airpianes 
of  U.S.  registry  will  be  ejected  by  this 
ADr  that  it  will  take  approximately  9 
work  hours  per  airplane  to  accomplish 
the  required  actions,  and  that  the 
average  labor  rate  is  $55  per  woric  hour. 
Required  parts  will  cost  approximately 
$494  per  airplane.  Based  on  these 
flgures,  the  total  cost  impact  of  the  AD 
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on  U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be 
$17,802. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government.  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 
determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “signiHcant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979);  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  final  evaluation  has  been  prepared  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

s  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

92-11-06.  British  Aerospace:  Amendment  39- 
8256.  Docket  92-NM-06-AD. 

Applicability:  British  Aerospace  Model 
BAe  146-lOOA.  200A.  and  300A  series 
airplanes,  certiHcated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  the  generation  of  incorrect  air 
speed  and  altitude  information,  accomplish 
the  following: 

(a)  For  British  Aerospace  Model  BAe  146- 
200A  series  airplanes  with  Serial  Numbers 
E2164  and  subsequent;  and  Model  BAe  146- 
300A  series  airplanes  with  Serial  Numbers 
E3118,  E3163,  and  subsequent:  Within  30  days 


after  the  effective  date  of  this  AO,  accomplish 
the  actions  specified  in  paragraphs  (a)(1), 
(a)(2),  and  (a)(3)  of  this  AD,  in  acco^ance 
with  instructions  in  British  Aerospace  Service 
Bulletin  SB.34-126-00950J,  dated  March  22, 
1991: 

(1)  Replace  existing  pitot-static  system 
hoses  at  speciHed  location  with  shorter 
hoses. 

(2)  Check  the  clamp  block  bolts 
installation.  If  any  discrepancy  is  detected, 
correct  it  prior  to  fiulher  flight. 

(3)  Conduct  a  leak  test  of  the  pitot -static 
system.  If  any  discrepancy  is  detected, 
correct  it  prior  to  further  flight. 

(b)  For  British  Aerospace  Model  BAe  146- 
lOOA,  200A,  and  300A  series  airplanes 
equipped  with  a  True  Airspeed  Computer  No. 

1  in  accordance  with  modification 
HCM40159B  or  HCM40297G,  along  with  a 
Mode  “S”  Transponder  in  accordance  with 
modiRcation  HC^30118B  or  HCM40277A: 
Within  90  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD,  accomplish  the  actions  specified  in 
paragraphs  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  this  AD,  in 
accordance  with  instructions  in  British 
Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  SB.34-131- 
46041A,  dated  June  24, 1991: 

(1)  Replace  existing  pitot-static  system 
hoses  at  specified  locations  with  shorter 
hoses. 

(2)  Conduct  and  leak  test  of  the  pitot-static 
system.  If  any  discrepancy  is  detected, 
correct  it  prior  to  further  flight. 

(c)  For  British  Aerospace  Model  BAe  146- 
lOOA.  200A,  and  300A  series  airplanes 
equipped  with  a  True  Airspeed  Computer  No. 

2  in  accordance  with  modification 
HCM40160C  or  HCM40298G.  along  with  a 
Mode  “S“  Transponder  in  accordance  with 
modiHcation  H(^30118B  or  HCM40277A: 
Within  90  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD.  accomplish  the  actions  specified  in 
paragraphs  (c)(1)  and  (c)(2)  of  this  AD,  in 
accordance  with  instructions  in  British 
Aerospiace  Service  Bulletin  SB.34-132- 
46042A.  dated  June  24, 1991: 

(1)  Replace  existing  pitot-static  system 
hoses  at  specified  locations  with  shorter 
hoses. 

(2)  Conduct  a  leak  test  of  the  pitot-static 
system.  If  any  discrepancy  is  detected, 
correct  it  prior  to  further  flight. 

(d)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  conciu*  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113. 

(e)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(f)  The  inspections  and  modifications  shall 
be  done  in  accordance  with  British 
Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  SB.34-128-00950|. 
dated  March  22, 1991;  British  Aerospace 
Service  Bulletin  SB.34-131-46041A,  dated 
June  24, 1991;  or  British  Aerospace  Service 
BulleUn  SB.34-132-46042A,  dated  June  24, 
1991;  as  applicable.  This  incorporation  by 


reference  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)  and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may 
be  obtained  from  British  Aerospace,  nXL 
Librarian  for  Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box 
17414,  Dulles  International  Airport, 
Washington  DC  20041-0414.  Copies  may  be 
inspected  at  the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington;  or  at  the  OfRce  of  the  Federal 
Register,  1100  L  Street  NW^  room  8401, 
Washington,  DC 

(g)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
July  9, 1992. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  April  29, 
1992. 

N.  B.  Martenson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-13043  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUMG  CODE  4910-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  Na  91-NM-280-AO;  Amendment 
39-8253;  AO  92-1 1-03] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  British 
Aerospace  Model  DH/BH/HS 125 
Series  Airplanes,  Excluding  Model 
125-600A,  -700A,  -800A,  and  -1000A 
Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace  Model 
DH/BH/HS  125  series  airplanes,  that 
requires  eddy  current  inspections  and,  if 
necessary,  dye  penetrant  inspections  of 
certain  areas  of  the  wing  upper  skins  to 
detect  cracks  in  the  vicinity  of 
countersunk  bolt  holes  and  in  internal 
stringers;  and  repair,  if  necessary.  This 
amendment  is  prompted  by  recent 
reports  of  cracks  in  countersunk  bolt 
holes  in  left  and  right  wing  upper  skins 
and  internal  stringers  attached  to  the 
underside  of  the  wing  upper  skins.  The 
actions  specified  by  this  AD  are 
intended  to  prevent  reduced  structural 
integrity  of  the  wings. 

DATES:  Effective  July  9, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  July  9, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace,  PLC.  Librarian 
for  Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414, 
Dulles  International  Airport, 
Washington  DC  20041-0414.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA), 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  Rules 
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Docket,  1601  Und  Avenue  SW^  Renton. 
Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register.  1100  L  Street  NW., 
room  8401,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  Schroeder,  Standardization - 
Branch,  ANM-113.  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW..  Renton.  Washington  98055-4056: 
telephone  (206)  227-2113:  fax  (206)  227- 
1320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace  Model 
DH/BH/HS 125  series  airplanes  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  12, 1992  (57  FR  5062).  That 
action  proposed  to  require  eddy  current 
inspections  and,  if  necessary,  dye 
penetrant  inspections  of  certain  areas  of 
the  wing  upper  skins  to  detect  cracks  in 
the  vicinity  of  countersunk  bolt  holes 
and  in  internal  stringers:  and  repair,  if 
necessary. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
maddng  of  this  amendment.  No 
comments  were  submitted  in  response 
to  the  proposal  or  the  FAA's 
determination  of  the  cost  to  the  public. 

Certain  references  to  British 
Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.E  57-75 
that  appeared  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and 
(c)  of  the  proposal  have  been  corrected 
in  the  final  rule  to  specify  “July  30, 1991“ 
as  the  date  of  issuance  (rather  than  July 
31. 1991). 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  air 
safety  and  the  public  interest  require  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  with  the  corrections 
previously  described.  The  FAA  has 
determin^  that  these  corrections  will 
neither  increase  the  economic  burden  on 
any  operator  nor  increase  the  scope  of 
the  AD. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  133  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  will  be  affected  by  this 
AD.  that  it  will  take  approximately  12 
woric  hours  per  airplane  to  accomplish 
the  required  actions,  and  that  the 
average  labor  rate  is  $55  per  work  hour. 
Based  on  these  figures,  the  total  cost 
impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
'  estimated  to  be  $87,780. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  cUrect  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government.  Therefmo,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 
determined  that  this  Hnal  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 


to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  O^er  12291:  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979):  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
A  final  evaluation  has  been  prepaid  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  fi*om  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  49  U.S.C  1354(a).  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

92-11-03.  British  Aerospace:  Amendment  39- 
8253.  Docket  91-NM-280-AD. 
Applicability:  British  Aerospace  Model  DH/ 
BH/HS 125  series  airplanes,  excluding 
Models  125-eoOA  -700A  -800A.  and  - 
lOOOA  series  airplanes;  as  listed  in 
British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.B. 
57-75.  dated  July  30, 1991;  certificated  in 
any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  reduced  structural  integrity  of 
the  wings,  accomplish  the  following; 

(a)  Within  3  months  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD.  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  4  years  or  2,200  flints,  svhichever 
occurs  first,  perform  an  eddy  current 
inspection  on  specified  areas  of  the  left  and 
right  wing  upper  skins  to  detect  cradcs  in 
countersunk  bolt  holes  in  the  %ving  skins  and 
in  the  internal  stringers,  in  accordance  with 
British  Aerospace  ^rvice  Bulletin  S.B.  57-75. 
dated  July  3a  1991. 

(b)  If  cracks  are  discovered  as  a  result  of 
the  eddy  current  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD.  prior  to  further 
flight  p^orm  a  dye  penetrant  inspection,  in 
accordance  with  ^tish  Aerospace  Service 
Bulletin  S.B.  57-75,  dated  July  3a  1991. 


(c)  If  cracks  are  discovered  as  a  result  of 
either  the  eddy  current  inspections  required 
by  paragraidi  (a)  of  this  AD.  or  the  dye 
penetrant  inspection  required  by  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  AO.  prior  to  huther  fli^L  repair 
the  crackfs)  as  follows: 

(1)  Cracks  that  do  not  exceed  the  limits 
specified  in  British  Aerospace  Service 
Bulletin  S.&  57-75,  dated  July  3a  1991.  must 
be  repaired  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  the  Service  Bulletin. 

(2)  Cracks  that  exx:eed  the  limits  specified 
in  British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57- 
75.  dated  July  30. 1991.  must  be  repaired  in 
accordance  with  a  method  a^^roved  by  the 
Manager.  Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113, 
FAA.  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

(d)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113. 

(e)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(f)  The  inspections  and  repairs  shall  be 
done  in  accordance  with  British  Aerospace 
Service  Bulletin  S.B.  57-75,  dated  July  30, 

1991.  This  incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C  552(a) 
and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace,  PLC,  Librarian  for 
Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414,  Dulles 
International  Airport,  Washington,  D.C. 
20041-0414.  Copies  may  be  inspected  at  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  1601 
Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton,  Washington:  or  at 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  1100  L 
Street  NW.,  room  8401,  Washington.  DC 

(g)  Hiis  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
July  9. 1992. 

Issued  in  Renton.  Washington,  on  April  2a 

1992. 

N.B.  Martenson,  ^ 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  92-13042  Filed  6-3-02;  &45  am] 
BILUNQ  COOC 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  91-Nli-2S1-AO;  Amendment 
39-6255;  AO  92-11-05] 

Airworthinaaa  Directivas;  BrHlah 
Aaroapaca  Vtacount  Moilal  744, 7450 
and  810  Sarlaa  AIrplanaa 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace 
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Viscount  Model  744, 745D  and  810  series 
airplanes,  that  requires  visual  inspection 
of  the  upper  boom  of  a'  wing  rib  for 
proper  fastener  edge  distance,  and, 
repair  or  replacement  of  the  rib  boom 
with  a  new  part  if  necessary.  This 
amendment  is  prompted  by  reports  of 
undersized  end  rib  booms.  The  actions 
specified  by  this  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  reduced  structural  integrity  of 
the  engine  mount  attachment  to  the  wing 
and  wing  structure. 

DATES:  July  9, 1992. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  July  9, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  The  service  information 
referenced  in  this  AD  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace.  PLC,  Librarian 
for  Service  Bulletins.  P.O.  Box  17414, 
Dulles  International  Airport, 

Washington.  DC  20041-0414.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA), 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  Rules 
Docket,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington:  or  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
room  8401,  WasUngton,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  Schroeder,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW..  Renton,  Washington  98055-4056; 
telephone  (206)  227-2148;  fax  (206)  227- 
132a 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  British  Aerospace 
Viscount  Model  744,  745D  and  810  series 
airplanes  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  12, 1992  (57  FR 
5083).  That  action  proposed  to  require 
visual  inspection  of  the  upper  boom  of  a 
wing  rib  for  proper  fastener  edge 
distance,  and,  repair  or  replacement  of 
the  rib  boom  with  a  new  part,  if 
necessary. 

Interested  persons  have  bem  a^orded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment.  No 
comments  were  submitted  in  response 
to  the  proposal  or  the  FAA's 
determination  of  the  cost  to  the  public. 
The  FAA  has  determined  that  air  safety 
and  public  interest  require  the  adoption 
of  the  rule  as  proposed. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  29  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  will  be  affected  ^  this 
AD.  that  it  will  take  approximately  30- 
work  hours  per  airplane  to  accomplish 
the  required  actions,  and  that  the 
average  labor  rate  is  $55  per  woric  hour. 
Based  on  these  figures,  the  total  cost 


impact  of  the  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $47,85a 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various  levels 
of  government  Therefore,  in  accordance 
with  Executive  Order  12612,  it  is 
determined  that  this  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  action  (1)  is  not  a  '‘major 
rule”  under  Executive  O^er  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  2a  1979);  and  (3)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
A  final  evaluation  has  b^n  prepared  for 
this  action  and  it  is  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
“ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.aC.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C  106(g):  and  14  CFR  11S9. 

S  39.13  [Amended) 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

93>11-9S.  British  Aeraspace:  Amendment  39- 
8255.  Dodmt  91-NM-281-AD. 

Appiicability:  Viscount  Model  744  and 
74SD  series  airplanes,  post-mod  D3070  and 
D3292:  and  Viscount  Model  810  series 
airplanes,  post-mod  PG192S  and  FG2172. 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously.  To  prevent  reduced 
structural  integrity  of  the  engine  mount 
attachment  to  the  wing  and  wing  structure, 
accomplish  the  following; 

(a)  Within  100  landings  or  within  4  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AO.  whichever 
occurs  earlier,  visually  inspect  the  upper 


boom  of  the  «ving  rib  at  wing  station  257,  left 
and  right,  for  proper  fastener  edge  distance, 
in  accordance  with  British  Aerospace 
Viscount  Alert  Preliminary  Technical  Leaflet 
(PTL)  192  or  PTL  323,  both  dated  January  31, 
1990,  as  applicable. 

(b)  if  any  discrepancies  are  detected  in  the 
fastener  e^e  distance,  prior  to  further  flight, 
replace  the  rib  boom  with  a  new  part,  or 
repair  in  a  manner  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  whidi 
prides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113.  FAA. 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordimce  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomi^ished. 

(e)  llie  inspection  and  replacement  shall  be 
done  in  accordance  with  British  Aerospace 
Viscount  Alert  PTL  192,  Issue  1,  dated 
January  31, 1990;  or  British  Aerospace 
Viscount  Alert  PTL  323,  Issue  1,  dated 
January  31, 1990;  as  applicable. 

(Note:  The  issue  date  of  PJL 192  and  PTL 
323  is  indicated  only  on  “page  3  of  5"  of  each 
document;  no  other  page  of  these  documents 
is  dated.)  This  incorporation  by  reference 
was  approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  U.&C  552(a) 
and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  British  Aerospace.  PLC,  Librarian  for 
Service  Bulletins.  P.O.  Box  17414,  Dulles 
International  Airport,  Washington,  DC  20041- 
0414.  Copies  may  be  inspected  at  the  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind 
Avenue  SWm  Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  room  6401,  Washington,  DC 

(f)  This  amendment  beromes  effective  on 
July  9, 1992. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  April  29. 
1992. 

NJI.  Martenson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  deification  Service, 

[FR  Do&  92-13045  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
Buxmo  coot  4Sie-is-M 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

18  CFR  Part  1301 

Fraedom  of  Information  Act 

AQBICV:  Tennessee  Valley  Authcmty 
(TVAJ. 

action;  Rnal  rule. 

summary;  The  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  is  amending  its  regulations  to 
provide  procedures  for  requesting  a 
waiver  or  reduction  of  fees  for  records 
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requested  through  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act. 

EFFECnvE  date:  June  4, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Linda  E.  Blevins,  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  1101  Market  Street  (MR  2F), 
Chattanooga,  TN  37402-2801,  telephone 
number  (615)  751-2524. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

On  February  24, 1992  (57  FR  6300- 
6301),  TV  A  gave  notice  of  its  intention 
to  amend  its  regulations  to  provide 
procedures  for  requesting  a  waiver  or 
reduction  of  fees  for  records  requested 
through  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act. 
No  comments  were  received  in  response 
to  this  notice.  There  are  no  substantive 
changes  between  the  text  of  the 
proposed  rule  and  the  text  of  the  Hnal 
rule. 

List  of  Subjects  in  18  CFR  Part  1301 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Freedom  of  information. 
Privacy  act.  Sunshine  act. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  title  18,  chapter  XIII  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  1301— PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1301, 
subpart  A,  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  831-831dd.  5  U.S.C. 

552. 

2.  Section  1301.3  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1301.3  Waiver  or  reduction  of  fees. 

(a)  Records  responsive  to  a  request 
under  5  U.S.C.  552  shall  be  furnished 
without  charge  or  at  a  charge  reduced 
below  that  established  under  §  1301.2 
where  TVA  determines,  based  upon 
information  provided  by  a  requester  in 
support  of  a  fee  waiver  request  or 
otherwise  made  known  to  TVA,  that 
disclosure  of  the  requested  information 
is  in  the  public  interest  because  it  is 
likely  to  contribute  significantly  to 
public  understanding  of  the  operations 
or  activities  of  the  government  and  is 
not  primarily  in  the  commercial  interest 
of  the  requester.  Requests  for  a  waiver 
or  reduction  of  fees,  which  shall  be 
made  at  the  same  time  as  the  requests 
for  records,  shall  be  considered  on  a 
case-by-case  basis. 

(b)  In  order  to  determine  whether  the 
first  fee  waiver  requirement  is  met — ^i.e., 
that  disclosure  of  the  requested 
information  is  in  the  public  interest 
because  it  is  likely  to  contribute 
significantly  to  public  understanding  of 
the  operations  or  activities  of  the 
government — ^TVA  shall  consider  the 
following  four  factors  in  sequence: 


(1)  The  subject  of  the  request: 

Whether  the  subject  of  the  requested 
records  concerns  “the  operations  or 
activities  of  the  government.”  The 
subject  matter  of  the  requested  records, 
in  the  context  of  the  request,  must 
specifically  concern  identifiable 
operations  or  activities  of  the  federal 
government — with  a  connection  that  is 
direct  and  clear,  not  remote  or 
attenuated.  Furthermore,  the  records 
must  be  sought  for  their  informative 
value  with  respect  to  those  government 
operations  or  activities;  a  request  for 
access  to  records  for  their  intrinsic 
informational  content  alone  will  not 
satisfy  this  threshold  consideration. 

(2)  The  informational  value  of  the 
information  to  be  disclosed:  Whether 
the  disclosure  is  “likely  to  contribute”  to 
an  understanding  of  government 
operations  or  activities.  The  disclosable 
portions  of  the  requested  records  must 
be  meaningfully  informative  on  specific 
government  operations  or  activities  in 
order  to  hold  potential  for  contributing 
to  increased  public  understanding  of 
those  operations  and  activities.  The 
disclosure  of  information  that  already  is 
in  the  public  domain,  in  either  a 
duplicative  or  a  substantially  identical 
form,  would  not  be  likely  to  contribute 
to  such  understanding,  as  nothing  new 
would  be  added  to  the  public  record. 

(3)  The  contribution  to  an 
understanding  of  the  subject  by  the 
public  likely  to  result  from  disclosure: 
Whether  disclosure  of  the  requested 
information  will  contribute  to  “public 
understanding.”  The  disclosure  must 
contribute  to  the  understanding  of  the 
public  at  large,  as  opposed  to  the 
individual  understanding  of  the 
requester  or  a  narrow  segment  of 
interested  persons.  A  requester’s 
identity  and  qualification — e.g., 
expertise  in  the  subject  area  and  ability 
and  intention  to  effectively  convey 
information  to  the  general  public — 
should  be  considered.  It  reasonably  may 
be  presumed  that  a  representative  of  the 
news  media  (as  defined  in  paragraph 
1301.2(b)(7))  who  has  access  to  the 
means  of  public  dissemination  readily 
will  be  able  to  satisfy  this  consideration. 
Requests  from  libraries  or  other  record 
repositories  (or  requesters  who  intend 
merely  to  disseminate  information  to 
such  institutions)  shall  be  analyzed,  like 
those  of  other  requesters,  to  identify  a 
particular  person  who  represents  that  he 
actually  will  use  the  requested 
information  in  scholarly  or  other 
analytic  work  and  then  disseminate  it  to 
the  general  public. 

(4)  The  significance  of  the 
contribution  to  public  understanding: 
Whether  the  disclosure  is  likely  to 
contribute  “significantly”  to  public 


understanding  of  government  operations 
or  activities.  The  public's  understanding 
of  the  subject  matter  in  question,  as 
compared  to  the  level  of  public 
understanding  existing  prior  to  the 
disclosure,  must  be  likely  to  be 
enhanced  by  the  disclosure  to  a 
significant  extent.  TVA  shall  not  make 
separate  value  judgments  as  to  whether 
information,  even  though  it  in  fact  would 
contribute  significantly  to  public 
understanding  of  the  operations  or 
activities  of  the  government,  is 
“important”  enough  to  be  made  public. 

(c)  In  order  to  determine  whether  the 
second  fee  waiver  requirement  is  met — 
i.e.,  that  disclosure  of  the  requested 
information  is  not  primarily  in  the 
commercial  interest  of  the  requester — 
TVA  shall  consider  the  following  two 
factors  in  sequence: . 

(1)  The  existence  and  magnitude  of  a 
commercial  interest:  Whether  the 
requester  has  a  commercial  interest  that 
would  be  furthered  by  the  requested 
disclosure.  TVA  shall  consider  all 
commercial  interests  of  the  requester 
(with  reference  to  the  definition  of 
“commercial  use”  in  paragraph 
1301.2(b)(4)),  or  any  person  on  whose 
behalf  the  requester  may  be  acting,  but 
shall  consider  only  those  interests  which 
would  be  furthered  by  the  requested 
disclosure.  In  assessing  the  magnitude  of 
identified  commercial  interests, 
consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  role 
that  such  FOIA-disclosed  information 
plays  with  respect  to  those  commercial 
interests,  as  well  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  FOIA  disclosures  serve  those 
interests  overall.  Requesters  shall  be 
given  a  reasonable  opportunity  in  the 
administrative  process  to  provide 
information  bearing  upon  this 
consideration. 

(2)  The  primary  interest  in  disclosure: 
Whether  the  magnitude  of  the  identified 
commercial  interest  of  the  requester  is 
sufficiently  large,  in  comparison  with 
the  public  interest  in  disclosure,  that 
disclosure  is  “primarily  in  the 
commercial  interest  of  the  requester.”  A 
fee  waiver  or  reduction  is  warranted 
only  where,  once  the  “public  interest” 
standard  set  out  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  is  satisfied,  that  public  interest 
can  fairly  be  regarded  as  greater  in 
magnitude  than  that  of  the  requester's 
commercial  interest  in  disclosure.  TVA 
shall  ordinarily  presume  that,  where  a 
news  media  requester  has  satisfied  the 
“public  interest”  standard,  that  will  be 
the  interest  primarily  served  by 
disclosure  to  that  requester.  Disclosure 
to  data  brokers  or  others  who  compile 
and  market  government  information  for 
direct  economic  return  shall  not  be 
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presumed  to  primarily  serve  the  “public 
interest." 

(d)  Where  only  a  portion  of  the 
requested  records  satisfies  both  of  the 
requirements  for  a  waiver  or  reduction 
of  fees  under  this  paragraph,  a  waiver  or 
reduction  shall  be  granted  only  as  to 
that  portion. 

(e)  Requests  for  the  waiver  or 
reduction  of  fees  shall  address  each  of 
the  factors  listed  in  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  of  this  section,  as  they  apply  to  each 
record  request. 

(f)  A  denial  of  a  request  for  reduced 
fees  or  of  a  request  for  waiver  of  fees,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  will  be  made  in  writing, 
will  state  the  reasons  for  the  denial,  and 
will  notify  the  requester  of  the  right  to 
appeal  the  denial.  The  appeal  process 
for  denial  of  a  fee  waiver  or  reduction  of 
fees  shall  be  identical  to  the  appeal 
process  for  denial  of  a  requested  record 
and  shall  be  subject  to  the  procedures 
detailed  in  S  1301.1(c)(2). 

Louis  S.  Grando, 

Vice  President,  Information  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13111  Filed  6-3-92;  a-45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  S120-4S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  100 
[CGD  05-92-18] 

Special  Local  Regulationa  for  Marirte 
Events;  Norfolk  Harborfest  1992; 
Norfolk  Harbor,  ERzabeth  River, 

Norfolk  and  Portsmouth,  VA 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  implementation  of 
special  local  regulations. 

summary:  This  notice  implements 
special  local  regulations  for  Norfolk 
Harborfest  1992,  an  annual  event  to  be 
held  in  the  Waterside  area  of  the 
Elizabeth  River  between  Norfolk  and 
Portsmouth,  Virginia.  These  special 
local  regulations  are  needed  to  control 
vessel  traffic  within  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  Waterside  due  to  the 
confined  nature  of  the  waterway  and  the 
expected  vessel  congestion  during  the 
Norfolk  Harborfest  1992  activities.  The  . 
effect  will  be  to  restrict  general 
navigation  in  the  regulated  area  for  die 
safety  of  participants  and  spectators. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  regulations  in  33 
CFR  100.501  are  effective  for  the 
following  periods: 

10  a.m.  to  9  p.m.,  June  5, 1992. 

8  a.m.  to  11  p.m.,  June  6, 1992. 

8:30  a.m.  to  6:30  p.m.,  June  7, 1992. 


If  inclement  weather  causes  the 
postponement  of  the  fireworks  display 
on  June  6, 1992,  the  regulations  will  be  in 
effect  until  11  p.m.,  June  7, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stephen  L  Phillips,  Chief,  Boating 
Afiairs  Branch,  Fifth  Coast  Guard 
District  431  Crawford  Street, 

Portsmouth,  Virginia  23705  (804)  398- 
6204,  or  Commander,  Coast  Guard 
Group  Hampton  Roads  (804)  483-8559. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Drafting  Information 

The  drafters  of  this  notice  are  QMl 
Kevin  R.  Connors,  project  officer. 

Boating  Affairs  Branch,  Boating  Safety 
Division,  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District,  and 
LT  Monica  L  Lombardi,  project 
attorney.  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Staff. 

Discussion  of  Regulation 

Norfolk  Harborfest,  Inc.  has  submitted 
an  application  to  hold  Norfolk 
Har^rfest  1992  on  June  5,  6,  and  7, 1992, 
in  the  Waterside  area  of  the  Elizabeth 
River.  This  area  is  covered  by  33  CFR 
100.501  and  generally  includes  the 
waters  of  the  Elizabeth  River  between 
Town  Point  Park,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  the 
mouth  of  the  Eastern  Branch  of  the 
Elizabeth  River,  and  Hospital  Point, 
Portsmouth,  Virginia.  Since  this  event  is 
of  the  type  contemplated  by  this 
regulation  and  the  safety  of  the 
participants  and  spectators  viewing  this 
event  will  be  enhanced  by  the 
implementation  of  special  local 
regulations  for  the  Qizabeth  River.  33 
CFR  100.501  wvill  be  in  effect  during 
Norfolk  Harborfest  1992.  Norfolk 
Harborfest  1992  will  consist  of  aerobatic 
demonstrations,  and  air/sea  rescue 
demonstration,  fireworics,  and  numerous 
other  water  events,  to  include  a  parade  . 
of  sailboats  and  several  boat  and  raft 
races.  Because  commercial  vessels  will 
be  permitted  to  transit  the  regulated 
area  between  events,  commercial  traffic 
should  not  be  severely  disrupted.  In 
addition  to  regulating  the  area  for  the 
safety  of  life  and  property,  this  notice  of 
implementation  also  authorizes  the 
Patrol  Commander  to  regulate  the 
operation  of  the  Beiidey  drawbridge  in 
accordance  with  33  CFR  117.1007,  and 
authorizes  spectators  to  anchor  in  the 
special  anchorage  areas  described  in  33 
CFR  110.72aa. 

Dated:  May  21, 1992. 

W.T.LeUuid, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Commander, 
Fifth  Coast  Guard  District 
(FR  Doc.  92-12937  Filed  6-8-92:  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE 


33  CFR  Part  100 

ICGDI  92-013] 

Ray  Catena  Mercedes-Benz  Offshore 
Grand  Prbt,  Manasquan,  Nd 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Implementation  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  puts  into 
effect  the  permanent  regulations  for  the 
Ray  Catena  Mercedes-Benz  Offshore 
Grand  Prix.  The  regulations  are 
necessary  in  order  to  control  vessel 
traffic  within  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
the  event  due  to  the  hazards  associated 
with  powerboat  racing  and  the 
anticipated  congestion  at  the  time  of  the 
event  The  purpose  of  this  regulation  is 
to  provide  for  the  safety  of  life  and 
property  on  navigable  waters  during  the 
event 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  regulations  are 
effective  at  11:00  am  on  Satiuxlay,  July 
25. 1992  and  terminate  at  3dX)  pm  on 
Saturday,  July  25, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Lieutenant  (junior  grade)  Eric  G. 
Westerberg,  Chief.  Boating  Safety 
Affairs  Branch,  First  Coast  Guard 
District  (617)  223-8310. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  provides  the  effective  time  period 
for  the  regulation  governing  the  1992 
running  of  the  Ray  Catena  Mercedes- 
Benz  Offshore  Grand  Prix.  The 
regulations,  33  CFR  100.109,  will  be  in 
effect  from  IIKX)  am  on  July  25, 1992 
through  3:00  pm  on  July  25, 1992.  The 
Ray  Catena  Mercedes-Benz  Offshore 
Grand  Prix  is  a  high  speed  power  boat 
ra(^  around  a  rectangular  course.  Hie 
race  course  is  situated  on  the  coastal 
waters  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  extending 
from  Manasquan,  NJ  to  Seaside  Heights, 
NJ.  Sponsor  provided  patrol  craft  will 
mark  the  spectator  area  which  will  be 
established  btim  Manasquan  Inlet 
northward  for  one  half  (l^)  mile.  Vessels 
exiting  Manasquan  Inlet  and  wishing  to 
transit  the  area  will  be  directed  to 
proceed  north  along  the  shore  until  clear 
of  (north  of)  the  regulated  area.  No 
vessels  will  be  allowed  to  exit 
Manasquan  Inlet  in  a  southerly  direction 
during  the  effective  period  of  regulation. 
The  regulated  area  will  be  patrolled  by 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  Guard 
Auxiliary,  state  and  local  law 
enforcement  agencies  and  the  sponsor. 
Further  public  notification,  including  the 
full  text  of  the  regulations  will  be 
accomplished  through  advance  notice  in 
the  First  Coast  Guard  District  Local 
Notice  to  Mariners. 
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Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  document  are  LTIG  E.G. 
Westerberg,  Project  Manager,  First 
Coast  Guard  District  Boating  Safety 
Division,  and  LCDR  J.  Astley,  Project 
Attorney,  First  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Offlce. 

Dated:  May  15, 1992. 

JJ).  Sipes, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Commander, 
First  Coast  Guard  District 
(FR  Doc.  92-13105  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4S10-14-M 


33  CFR  Part  100 
[CGD-09-92-05] 

Special  Local  Regulations:  Sodus  Bay 
4th  of  July  Rreworks,  Lake  Ontario, 
Sodus  Bay,  Sodus  Point,  NY 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Temporary  Hnal  rule. 

summary:  Special  Local  Regulations, 
which  will  restrict  general  vessel  traffic, 
are  being  imposed  in  Sodus  Bay  for 
fireworks  on  the  3rd  of  July  1992. 

Because  of  the  unusually  large  number 
of  spectator  craft  in  the  area  and  falling 
ash  and  debris,  which  could  pose 
hazards  to  navigation  in  the  area. 

Special  Local  Regulations  are  necessary 
to  ensure  the  safety  of  life  and  property 
during  the  fireworks  display. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  regulations 
become  elective  from  9  p.m.  until  11:30 
p.m.  (EDST)  on  July  3, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  A.  Thibodeau,  Marine  Science 
Technician  Third  Class,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Aids  to  Navigation  &  Waterways 
Management  Branch,  Ninth  Coast  Guard 
District,  1240  East  9th  Street,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44199-2060  (216)  522-4420. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C  553,  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  has  not  been 
published  for  these  regulations  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  them  elective  in 
less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  Following  normal 
rulemaking  procedures  would  have  been 
impracticable.  The  application  to  hold 
this  event  was  not  received  by  the 
Commander,  Ninth  Coast  Guard  District, 
until  20  April  1992,  and  there  was  not 
su^icient  time  remaining  to  publish 
proposed  rules  in  advance  of  the  event 
or  to  provide  for  a  delayed  effective 
date. 

Drafting  Information 

The  drafters  of  this  regulation  are 
William  A.  Thibodeau,  Marine  Science 


Technician  Third  Class,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  project  officer.  Aids  to 
Navigation  &  Waterways  Management 
Branch  and  M.  Eric  Reeves, 

Commander,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  project 
attorney.  Ninth  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Office. 

Discussion  of  Regulations 

The  Sodus  Bay  4th  of  July  Fireworks 
will  be  conducted  on  Sodus  Bay,  Lake 
Ontario  on  the  3rd  of  July  1992. 

Fireworks  will  be  launched  ffom  an 
anchored  barge  in  Sodus  Bay.  This  event 
will  have  falling  ash  and  debris,  and  an 
unusually  large  number  of  spectator 
craft  in  the  area,  which  could  pose 
hazards  to  navigation  in  the  area.  Any 
vessel  desiring  to  transit  the  regulated 
area  may  do  so  only  with  prior  approval 
of  the  Patrol  Commander  (Officer  in 
Charge,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Station  Sodus 
Point,  NY.). 

Economic  Assessment  and  Certiffcation 

This  regulation  is  considered  to  be 
non-major  under  Executive  Order  12291 
on  Federal  Regulation  and 
nonsigniffcant  under  Department  of 
Transportation  regulatory  policies  and 
procedures  (44  FR  11034);  February  26, 
1979).  The  economic  impact  has  been 
found  to  be  so  minimal  that  a  full 
regulatory  evaluation  is  unnecessary. 
This  event  will  draw  a  large  number  of 
spectator  craft  into  the  area  for  the 
duration  of  the  event.  This  should  have 
a  favorable  impact  on  conunercial 
facilities  providing  services  to  the 
spectators.  Any  impact  on  commercial 
traffic  in  the  area  will  be  negligible. 

Since  the  impact  of  this  regulation  is 
expected  to  be  minimal,  the  Coast 
Guard  certifies  that  it  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Federalism 

This  action  has  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 
12612,  and  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  rulemaking  does  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  100 
Marine  safety.  Navigation  (water). 
Temporary  Regulations 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  part 
100  of  title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  100— (AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  100 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Authority:  33  U.S.C  1233;  49  CFR  1.46  and 
33  CFR  10a35. 

2.  Temporal  S  100.35-T0905  is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  100.35  T0905  Sodua  Bay  4th  of  July 
Fireworks,  Lake  Ontario,  Sodus  Bay,  Sodus 
Point  NY. 

(a)  Regulated  Area.  A  500  foot  radius 
around  a  barge  anchored  in  position  43 
degrees  15.73  minutes  North,  076  degrees 
58.23  minutes  West,  in  Sodus  Bay,  Lake 
Ontario. 

(b)  Special  Local  Regulations.  (1)  The 
above  area  will  be  closed  to  vessel 
navigation  and  anchorage,  except  when 
expressly  authorized  by  the  Coast 
Guard  Patrol  Commander,  from  9  p.m. 
(EDST)  until  11:30  p.m.  (EDST)  on  3  July 
1992. 

(2)  The  Coast  Guard  will  patrol  the 
regulated  area  under  the  direction  of  a 
designated  Coast  Guard  Patrol 
Commander.  The  Patrol  Commander 
may  be  contacted  on  charmel  16  (156.8 
MHZ)  by  the  call  sign  “Coast  Guard 
Patrol  Commander”.  Any  vessel,  not 
authorized  to  participate  in  the  event, 
desiring  to  transit  the  regulated  area 
may  do  so  only  with  prior  approval  of 
the  Patrol  Commander  and  when  so 
directed  by  that  officer. 

(3)  The  Patrol  Commander  may  direct 
the  anchoring,  mooring,  or  movement  of 
any  boat  or  vessel  within  the  regulated 
area.  A  succession  of  sharp,  short 
signals  by  whistle  or  horn  ffom  vessels 
patrolling  the  area  under  the  direction  of 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Patrol  Commander 
shall  serve  as  a  signal  to  stop.  Any 
vessel  so  signaled  shall  stop  and  shall 
comply  with  the  orders  of  the  Patrol 
Commander.  Failure  to  do  so  may  result 
in  expulsion  from  the  area,  citation  for 
failure  to  comply,  or  both. 

(4)  The  Patrol  Commander  may 
terminate  the  marine  event  or  the 
operation  of  any  vessel  at  any  time  it  is 
deemed  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property. 

Dated:  May  5, 1992. 

GA.  Penington, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Commander, 
Ninth  Coast  Guard  District 
[FR  Doc.  92-13104  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4»10-t4-M 


33  CFR  Part  165 

(COTP  Jacksonville,  FL  Regulation  92-48] 

Safety  Zone  Regulations;  St  Johns 
River,  Jacksonville,  FL 


agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
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action:  Temporary  final  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is 
establishing  a  safety  zone  on  the  St. 

Johns  River  in  Jacksonville,  FL  for  all 
waters  500  feet  on  either  side  of  the  Old 
Acosta  Bridge  13  May  1992  until  21  - 
August  1992.  The  zone  will  be  activated 
and  deactivated,  in  whole  or  in  part,  as 
needed  to  protect  the  public  from 
possible  harm  resulting  from  demolition 
operations  to  remove  the  Old  Acosta 
Bridge.  Entry  into  the  specified  zone, 
when  activated,  is  prohibited.  All  other 
time  periods,  mariners  should  exercise 
caution  while  transiting  throughout  the 
area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  regulation  is 
effective  from  May  13, 1992  to  August  21, 
1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lieutenant  Commander  Mike  Maes,  Tel: 
(904)  791-2648. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  was  not  published 
for  this  regulation  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  it  effective  in  less  than  30 
days  after  Federal  Register  publication. 
Publishing  an  NPRM  and  delaying  its 
effective  date  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  since  immediate  action  is 
needed  to  prevent  injury  to  the  public 
and  provide  a  clear  work  area  for 
demolition  contractors. 

Drafting  Information 

The  drafters  of  this  regulation  are 
Lieutenant  Junior  Grade  Theodore  J. 
Ferring,  project  officer  for  the  Captain  of 
the  Port,  and  Lieutenant  Jacqueline  M. 
Lasago,  project  attorney.  Seventh  Coast 
Guard  District  Legal  Office. 

Discussion  of  Regulation 

The  event  requiring  this  regulation  is 
the  demolition  of  the  Old  Acosta  Bridge. 
The  zone  is  needed  to  protect  the  public 
from  possible  harm  resulting  from  the 
use  of  high  explosives  used  in 
demolishing  large  concrete  structures, 
and  to  provide  demolition  contractors 
with  a  clear  area  to  complete  the  task 
safely.  During  this  period  it  is  estimated 
that  the  zone,  in  whole  or  in  part,  will  be 
activated  approximately  18  times,  but 
only  for  a  short  duration  of  not  more 
than  two  hours.  Entry  into  the  specified 
zone,  when  activated,  is  prohibited.  This 
regulation  is  issued  pursuant  to  33 
U.S.C.  1225  and  1231. 

Federalism 

This  action  has  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 


12612,  and  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  rulemaking  does  not  have, 
sufficient  federalism  implications  to 
warrant  the  preparation  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment. 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  165 

Harbors,  Marine  safety.  Navigation 
(water).  Security  measures.  Vessels, 
Waterways. 

Regulation 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
subpart  C  of  part  165  of  title  33,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  165->[AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  165 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  1231;  50  U.S.C.  191;  49 
CFR  1.46  and  33  CFR  1.05-l(g),  6.04-1, 6.04-6. 
and  160.5. 

2.  A  new  §  165.T08(X)  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  165.T0800  Safety  Zone:  St  Johns  River, 
JacksonvHle,  Florida. 

(a)  Location.  The  following  area  is  a 
safety  zone:  As  directed  by  the  Captain 
of  the  Port  Jacksonville,  all  waters,  or 
any  portion  specified  therein,  of  the  St. 
Johns  River  within  an  overall  area 
ranging  bank  to  bank  and  500  feet  in 
both  directions  of  the  Old  Acosta  Bridge 
in  downtown  Jacksonville,  FL. 

(b)  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  from  May  13, 1992  to  August  21, 
1992.  The  zone,  in  whole  or  in  part,  will 
be  activated  as  directed  by  the  Captain 
of  the  Port  Jacksonville  via  broadcast 
notice  to  mariners  with  a  minimum  two 
hour  notification. 

(c)  Regulations.  (1)  In  accordance  with 
the  general  regulations  in  §  165.23  of  this 
part,  entry  into  this  zone  is  prohibited 
unless  authorized  by  the  Captain  of  the 
Port. 

(2)  This  section  does  not  apply  to 
authorized  law  enforcement  agencies 
and  demolition  contractors  operating 
within  the  Safety  Zone. 

Dated;  May  12. 1992. 

J.  P.  Wysocki, 

Captain.  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Captain  of  the 
Port.  Jacksonville.  Florida. 

[FR  Doc.  92-12938  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
49  CFR  Part  544 
[Docket  No.  91-53  Notice  2] 

RIN  2127-AE23 

Insurer  Reporting  Requirements;  List 
of  Insurers  Required  To  File  Reports 

agency:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA), 
Department  of  Transportation  (DOT). 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Title  VI  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act 
requires  certain  passenger  motor  vehicle 
insurers  to  file  reports  with  NHTSA, 
unless  the  agency  exempts  the  insurer 
from  filing  such  reports.  The  law 
stipulates  that  NHTSA  can  only  exempt 
those  insurance  companies  whose 
market  share  is  below  certain 
percentages  for  the  nation  as  a  whole 
and  in  each  individual  State,  or  for 
which  NHTSA  determines  that:  (1)  The 
cost  of  preparing  and  furnishing  such 
reports  is  excessive  in  relation  to  the 
size  of  the  business  of  the  insurer;  and 
(2)  the  insurer's  report  will  not 
significantly  contribute  to  carrying  out 
the  purposes  of  title  VI. 

To  carry  out  these  statutory 
provisions,  the  agency  has  exempted 
those  companies  that  are  lawfully 
eligible  to  be  exempted  and  is  hereby 
publishing  an  updated  listing  of  those 
companies  subject  to  the  reporting 
requirements.  Using  a  new  procedure, 
this  notice  updates  the  list  of  companies 
subject  to  the  reporting  requirements,  to 
reflect  changing  market  conditions.  The 
final  rule  was  preceded  by  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  published  on 
October  16, 1991  (56  FR  51871)  that 
requested  public  comment  on  the 
proposal. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  final  rule  on  this 
subject  is  effective  July  6, 1992. 
Companies  listed  on  the  appendices  are 
required  to  submit  reports  beginning 
with  the  one  due  October  25. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ms.  Barbara  A.  Gray,  Office  of  Market 
Incentives,  NHTSA,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590.  Ms.  Gray's 
telephone  number  is  (202)  366-1740, 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  612  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act  (the 
Act)  (15  U.S.C.  2032)  requires  certain 
passenger  motor  vehicle  insurers  to  file 
an  annual  report  with  NHTSA  unless 
the  agency  exempts  the  insurer  from 
filing  such  reports.  The  reports  include 
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information  about  thefts  and  recoveries 
of  motor  vehicles,  the  rating  rules  used 
by  the  insurers  to  establish  premiums 
for  comprehensive  coverage,  the  actions 
taken  by  insurers  to  reduce  such 
premiums,  and  the  actions  taken  by 
insurers  to  reduce  or  deter  theft.  Under 
the  Act,  the  following  insurers  are 
sub)ect  to  the  reporting  requirements:  (1) 
Those  issuers  of  motor  vehicle  insurance 
policies  whose  total  premiums  account 
for  one  percent  or  more  of  the  total 
premiums  of  motor  vehicle  insurance 
issued  within  the  United  States;  (2) 
those  issuers  of  motor  vehicle  iiMurance 
policies  whose  premiums  account  for  10 
percent  or  more  of  total  premiums 
written  within  any  one  State:  (3)  rental 
or  leasing  companies  with  a  fleet  of  20 
or  more  vehicles  not  covered  by  theft 
insurance  policies  issued  by  insurers  of 
motor  vehicles,  other  than  any 
governmental  entity.  As  discussed  in  the 
following  sections,  the  agency  may,  by 
regulation,  exempt  certain  insurers  from 
the  reporting  requirements. 

A.  Insurers  of  Passenger  Motor  Vehicles 

Although  issuers  of  motor  vehicle 
insurance  policies  are  subject  to 
reporting  requirements,  section  612(a)(5) 
provides  that  the  agency  shall  exempt 
small  insurers  from  the  reporting 
requirements  if  NHTSA  finds  that  such 
exemptions  will  not  significantly  afiect 
the  validity  or  usefulness  of  the 
information  collected  and  compiled  in 
the  reports,  either  nationally  or  on  a 
State-by-State  basis.  The  term  “small 
insurer'*  is  defined  in  section 
612(a)(5)(C)  as  an  insurer  whose 
premiums  account  for  less  than  1 
percent  of  the  total  premiums  for  all 
forms  of  motor  vehicle  insurance  issued 
by  insurers  within  the  United  States. 
However,  that  section  also  stipulates 
that  if  an  insurance  satisfies  this 
definition  of  a  “small  insurer,”  but 
accounts  for  10  percent  or  more  of  the 
total  premiums  for  all  forms  of  motor 
vehicle  insurance  issued  by  insurers 
within  a  particular  State,  such  an  insurer 
must  report  the  required  information 
about  its  operations  in  that  State. 

As  described  in  the  final  rule 
establishing  the  requirement  for  insurer 
reports  (52  FR  59,  January  2, 1987), 
appendix  A  lists  companies  which  must 
report  based  on  the  fact  that  each 
insurer  had  at  least  one  percent  of  the 
national  market  for  motor  vehicle 
insurance  premiums,  and  appendix  B 
lists  those  insurers  that  are  required  to 
report  for  particular  states  because  each 
insurer  had  a  10  percent  or  greater 
maricet  share  of  motor  vehicle  premiums 
in  those  States.  In  the  January  2, 1987 
notice,  the  agency  stated  that  these 
appendices  will  be  updated  annually.  It 


has  been  NHTSA’s  practice  to  update 
the  appendices  based  on  data 
voluntarily  provided  by  insurance 
companies  to  A.M.  Best,  and  made 
available  to  the  agency  each  spring.  The 
agency  uses  the  data  to  determine  the 
insurers'  market  shares  nationally  and 
in  each  state. 

B.  Self-Insured  Rental  and  Leasing 
Companies 

In  addition  to  companies  that  issue 
insurance  policies,  the  term  “insurers”  is 
defined  in  section  612  of  the  Act  to 
include  certain  self-insurers,  i.e.,  any 
person  who  has  a  fleet  of  20  or  more 
motor  vehicles  (other  than  any 
governmental  entity)  which  are  used 
primarily  for  rental  or  lease  and  which 
are  not  covered  by  theft  insurance 
policies  issued  by  insurers  of  passenger 
motor  vehicles.  (Section  612(a)(3)). 
Section  612(a)(4)  of  the  Act  audiorizes 
the  agency  to  exempt  an  insurer  firom 
submitting  the  reports,  if  the  agency 
determines  that: 

(1)  The  cost  of  preparing  and 
furnishing  such  reports  is  excessive  in 
relation  to  the  size  of  the  business  of  the 
insurer,  and 

(2)  The  insurer’s  report  will  not 
significantly  contribute  to  carrying  out 
the  purposes  of  title  IV. 

In  a  final  rule  dated  June  22, 1990  (55 
FR  25606),  the  agency  in  efiect  granted  a 
class  exemption  to  all  companies  that 
rent  or  lease  fewer  than  50,000  vehicles. 
The  agency  issued  this  exemption 
because  it  believed  that  reports  from  the 
largest  rental  and  leasing  companies 
would  provide  the  agency  with  a 
representative  sampling  of  the  theft 
experience  of  rental  and  leasing 
companies.  NHTSA  concluded  that 
reports  by  the  many  smaller  rental  and 
leasing  companies  do  not  significantly 
contribute  to  carrying  out  title  VL  and 
that  exempting  such  companies  will 
relieve  an  uimecessary  burden  on  the 
vast  majority  of  the  companies  presently 
subject  to  the  reporting  requirements.  As 
a  result  of  the  June  1990  final  rule,  a  new 
appendix  C,  which  consists  of  an 
annually  updated  listing  of  the  rental 
and  leasing  companies  that  are  subject 
to  the  reporting  requirements  in  part  544, 
was  added.  It  has  been  NHTSA’s 
practice  to  update  appendix  C  based 
primarily  on  information  contained  in 
the  publications  Automotive  Fleet 
Magazine  and  Travel  Business  Travel 
News. 

October  1991  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

On  October  16, 1991,  NHTSA 
published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  to  update  the  list  of 
insurers  required  to  file  reports,  based 


on  the  most  recent  information.  (See  56 
FR  51871.)  In  that  notice,  the  agency  also 
proposed  a  new  procedure  that  the 
agency  believed  would  let  insiurers 
know  well  in  advance  of  the  annual 
October  25  filing  date  whether  they  need 
to  file  a  report  for  the  previous  calendar 
year. 

In  the  past,  it  was  the  agency's 
practice  to  attempt  to  update 
Appendices  A,  B  and  C  each  year  prior 
to  the  October  25  filing  date,  using  AJM. 
Best  and  other  data  obtained  in  the 
spring  of  that  same  calendar  year. 
However,  the  agency  was  generally 
unable  to  complete  the  updating  before 
the  October  25  filing  date,  resulting  in 
confusion  concerning  which  companies 
needed  to  file  reports. 

In  the  October  1991  NPRM,  NHTSA 
stated  that  it  believed  that  this  problem 
would  be  resolved  by  increasing  the 
interval  between  the  receipt  of  data  and 
the  reporting  data.  Under  the  new 
approach,  the  updating  of  the 
appendices  would  focus  on  the  report 
due  the  year  after  receipt  of  the  A.M. 
Best  and  other  data,  both  for  companies 
which  are  added  to  the  lists  and 
companies  which  are  removed  from  the 
lists.  The  agency  stated  that,  under  this 
approach,  all  companies  added  to  the 
lists  as  of  the  last  update  (March  1991 
final  rule)  should  file  the  required  report 
by  October  25, 1991,  and  all  companies 
added  to  the  lists  by  the  final  rule  based 
on  the  October  1991  NPRM  would  be 
provided  ample  notice  concerning 
whether  they  need  to  file  a  repmrt  by 
October  25, 1992. 

The  agency  further  noted  that  part  544 
would  not  need  to  be  changed  to 
implement  this  approach.  Part  544 
generally  does  not  limit  its  requirements 
to  particular  years.  Under  that  part,  any 
company  not  listed  has  an  indefinite 
exemption  from  the  reporting 
requirements,  and  as  long  as  any 
company  is  listed,  it  must  file  reports 
each  October  25.  Thus,  any  company 
listed  in  the  appendices  as  of  the  date  of 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(October  16, 1991)  must  file  a  report  on 
October  25, 1991,  and  each  succeeding 
October  25,  absent  a  further 
amendment 

NHTSA  requested  comments  on  this 
approach,  and  in  particiilar,  on  whether 
there  are  any  other  ways  to  eliminate 
the  problem  discussed  above. 

NHTSA  also  proposed  that  based  on 
1989  calendar  year  AM.  Best  data,  two 
companies,  CIGNA  Group  and  Crum 
and  Forster  Companies,  included  in 
Appendix  A.  be  removed,  and  one 
company.  Prudential  of  America  Group, 
be  added.  Also  based  on  the  1989  Best 
data,  the  agency  proposed  that  one 
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company,  Island  Insurance  Group 
(reporting  on  its  activities  in  Hawaii]  be 
removed  from  appendix  B  and  that  one 
company,  Tennessee  Farmers  (reporting 
on  its  activities  in  Tennessee)  be  added. 
The  agency  further  proposed  that 
Southern  Farm  Bureau  Casualty  Group, 
already  included  in  appendix  B  and 
required  to  report  on  its  activities  in 
Mississippi,  also  be  required  to  report 
on  its  activities  in  Arkansas. 

Based  on  information  in  Automotive 
Fleet  Magazine  and  Travel  Trade 
Business  Travel  News  for  1989,  NHTSA 
proposed  that  the  following  six  rental 
and  leasing  companies  be  removed  from 
appendix  C;  Automotive  Rentals,  Inc. 
(subsidiary  of  ARI,  Inc.),  Enterprise 
Rent-A-Car,  GE  Capital  Auto  Lease,  Inc., 
Lend  Lease  Cars,  Security  Pacific  Auto 
Finance,  and  United  States  Fleet 
Leasing,  Inc.  Based  on  additional 
information  provided  by  each  respective 
company  that  it  self-insures  fewer  than 
50,000  vehicles  per  year,  the  agency 
proposed  to  remove  from  appendix  C 
two  additional  companies.  Automotive 
Rentals,  Inc.  and  United  States  Fleet 
Leasing,  Inc.  The  agency  also  proposed 
that  one  company.  Associates  Leasing, 
Inc.  be  added  to  appendix  C. 

Public  Comment  and  Final 
Determination 

In  response  to  the  NPRM,  the  agency 
received  one  public  comment,  from 
Lease  Plan  U.S.A.,  Inc.  Lease  Plan  stated 
that  it  should  be  removed  from  appendix 
C  because  it  has  on  lease  in  the  United 
States  12,000  vehicles  and  does  not  self- 
insure  any  of  the  vehicles.  Because 
Lease  Plan  U.S.A.  has  fewer  than  50,000 
vehicles  in  its  fleet  and  does  not  self- 
insure  any  of  its  vehicles,  it  does  not 
meet  the  criteria  the  agency  uses  to 
determine  that  an  insurer  is  included  in 
appendix  C.  Therefore,  the  agency 
agrees  that  Lease  Plan  U.S.A.  should  be 
removed  from  appendix  C. 

Since  the  agency  received  no 
comment  on  the  proposed  change  in  the 
procedure  updating  appendices  A,  B  and 
C,  the  agency  adopts  as  final  the 
procedure  proposed  in  the  NPRM. 
Henceforth,  any  company  listed  in  the 
appendices  must  file  a  report  in  the 
forthcoming  October  25  and  each 
suceeding  October  25,  absent  a  further 
amendment.  Therefore,  each  company 
listed  in  appendix  A,  B,  or  C  of  this 
notice  must  file  a  report  no  later  than 
October  25, 1992,  and,  on  each 
succeeding  October  25,  absent  a  further 
amendment. 

This  final  rule  does  not  have  any 
retroactive  effect,  and  it  does  not 
preempt  any  State  law.  Section  610  of 
the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,  15  U.S.C.  2030,  provides 


that  judicial  review  of  this  rule  may  be 
obtained  pursuant  to  Section  504  of  the 
Cost  Savings  Act,  15  U.S.C.  2004.  The 
Cost  Savings  Act  does  not  require 
submission  of  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  or  other  administrative 
proceedings  before  parties  may  file  suit 
in  court. 

Regulatory  Impacts 

1.  Costs  and  Other  Impacts.  NHTSA 
has  analyzed  this  rule  and  determined 
that  it  is  neither  “major”  within  the 
meaning  of  Executive  Order  12291  nor 
"significant”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  regulatory 
policies  and  procedures.  This  final  rule 
implements  the  agency’s  policy  of 
ensuring  that  all  insurance  companies 
that  are  statutorily  eligible  for 
exemption  from  the  insurer  reporting 
requirements  are  in  fact  exempted  from 
those  requirements.  On  the  other  hand, 
those  companies  that  are  not  statutorily 
eligible  for  an  exemption  are  expressly 
required  to  file  reports. 

NHTSA  does  not  believe  that  this 
rule,  reflecting  more  current  data,  affects 
the  impacts  described  in  the  final 
regulatory  evaluation  prepared  for  49 
CFR  part  544.  Accordingly,  a  separate 
regulatory  evaluation  has  not  been 
prepared  for  this  rulemaking  action. 
Using  the  cost  estimates  in  the  final 
regulatory  evaluation  for  part  544,  the 
agency  estimates  that  it  will  cost  any 
company  that  is  added  to  appendix  A 
about  $50,000,  any  company  added  to 
appendix  B  about  $20,000,  and  any 
company  added  to  appendix  C  about 
$5,770.  In  this  final  rule,  for  appendix  A, 
the  agency  removes  one  company  and 
adds  one  company,  for  appendix  B,  the 
agency  removes  one  company,  adds  one 
company,  and  requires  reporting  for  an 
additional  state  for  another  company 
already  reporting  on  its  activities  in  one 
state,  and  for  appendix  C,  the  agency 
removes  seven  companies  and  adds  one. 
The  agency  therefore  estimates  that  the 
net  effect  of  this  proposal  will  be  a  cost 
savings  to  insurers,  as  a  group,  of 
approximately  $64,620. 

As  noted  above,  a  full  regulatory 
evaluation  was  prepared  for  the  final 
rule  establishing  49  CFR  part  544. 
Interested  persons  may  wish  to  examine 
that  evaluation  in  connection  with  this 
rule.  Copies  of  that  evaluation  have 
been  placed  in  Docket  No.  T86-01; 
Notice  2.  Any  interested  person  may 
obtain  a  copy  of  this  evaluation  by 
writing  to  NHTSA,  Docket  Section,  room 
5109,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590,  or  by  calling  at 
(202)  366-4949. 

2.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act.  The 
information  collection  requirements  in 
this  rule  have  been  submitted  to  and 


approved  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.] 

This  collection  of  information  has  been 
assigned  OMB  Control  Number  2127- 
0547  (“Insurer  Reporting  Requirements”) 
and  has  been  approved  for  use  through 
October  31, 1993. 

3.  Regulatary  Flexibility  Act.  The 
agency  has  also  considered  the  effects 
of  this  rulemaking  under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.]  I 
certify  that  the  final  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
rationale  for  the  certification  is  that 
none  of  the  companies  on  appendices  A, 
B,  or  C  would  be  construed  to  be  a  small 
entity  within  the  definition  of  the  RFA. 
Section  612(a)(5)(C)  of  the  Theft  Act 
defines  “small  insurer”  in  part  as  any 
insurer  whose  premiums  for  motor 
vehicle  insurance  account  for  less  than 
one  percent  of  the  total  premiums  for  all 
forms  of  motor  vehicle  insurance  issued 
by  insurers  within  the  United  States,  or 
any  insurer  whose  premiums  within  any 
State,  account  for  less  than  10  percent  of 
the  total  premiums  for  all  forms  of  motor 
vehicle  insurance  issued  by  insurers 
within  the  State.  In  addition,  the  agency 
has  exempted,  by  rule,  all  “self  insured 
rental  and  leasing  companies”  that  have 
fleets  in  excess  of  50,000  vehicles. 

4.  Federalism.  'This  action  has  been 
analyzed  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  and  criteria  contained  in 
Executive  Order  12612,  and  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  final  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

5.  Environmental  Impacts.  In 
accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  NHTSA  has 
considered  the  environmental  impacts  of 
this  rule  and  determined  that  it  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment. 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  544 

Crime  insiu'ance,  insurance,  insurance 
companies,  motor  vehicles,  reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  49 
CFR  part  544  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  544— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  544 
cpntinues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  2032;  delegation  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.50. 

2.  Appendix  A  to  part  544  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 
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Appendix  A— tesufen  of  Motor  Vehlcio 
Insuranoo  PoHdoe  Sub)ecl  to  the  RaporttBg 
Reqidromente  fai  Eocfa  Stole  to  Which  They 
Do  Burineet 

Aetna  Life  S  Casualty  Group 
Allstate  Insurance  Croup 
American  Family  Group 
American  International  Group 
California  State  Auto  Association 
CNA  Insurance  Companies 
Farmers  Insurance  Group 
Geico  Corporation  Group 
Hanover  liuurance  Companies 
Hartford  Insurance  Group 
Liberty  Mutual  Group 
Nationwide  Group 
Progressive  Group 
Prudential  of  America  Group 
State  Farm  Group 
Travelers  Insurance  Group 
United  States  F  &  G  Group 
USAA  Group 

3.  Appendix  B  to  part  544  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Appendix  B— Issuers  of  Motor  Vehicle 
Insurance  PoBdes  Subject  to  the  Reporting 
Reqairements  Only  in  Designated  States 
Alfa  Insurance  Group  (Alabama) 

Arnica  Mutual  Insurance  Company  (Rhode 
Island) 

Auto  Qub  of  Michigan  Group  (Michigan) 
Commercial  Union  Insurance  ^mpanies 
(Maine) 

Concord  Group  Insurance  Companies 
(Vermont) 

Erie  Insurance  Group  (Peimsylvania) 

Indiana  Farm  Bureau  Croup  (Indiana) 
Kentucky  Farm  Bureau  Group  (Kentucky) 
Southern  Farm  Bureau  Casualty  Group 
(Aricansas,  Mississippi) 

Tennessee  Farmers  (Tennessee) 

4.  Appendix  C  to  part  544  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

AppemBx  C — Motor  Vehicle  Rental  and 
Leasing  Companies  (Including  Licensees  and 
FrancUsees)  Subject  to  the  Reporting 
Requirements  of  Part  544 
Alamo  Rent-A-Car,  inc. 

American  International  Rent-A-Car  Corp./ 
ANSA 

Associates  Leasing,  Inc. 

Avis,  Inc. 

Budet  Rent-A-Car  Corporation 
Dollar  Rent-A-Car  Systems,  Inc. 

GE  Capital  Fleet  Services 
Hertz  Rent-A-Car  Division  (subsidiary  of 
Hertz  Corporation) 

McCullagh  Leasing,  Inc. 

National  Car  Rental  System,  Inc. 

Penske  Truck  Leasing  Company 
PHH  Fleet  America 
'  Rental  Concepts,  Inc. 

Ryder  Truck  Rental  (both  rental  and  leasing 
operations) 

U-Haul  International,  Inc.  (subsidiary  of 
AMERCO) 

Wheels,  Inc. 

Issued  on:  May  29, 1992. 

Jerry  Ralph  Curry, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13011  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1332 

[Ex  Part*  No.  IIC-2051 

Eartlor  Disposal  of  Postal  Contracts 
Filed  With  the  Commission  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Commission  modifies  its 
regulations  to  eliminate  the  requirement 
that  the  United  States  Postal  Service 
(Postal  Service)  file  with  the 
Commission  copies  of  contracts 
between  the  Postal  Service  and  common 
carriers  providing  transportation  of  mail. 
In  lieu  of  the  filing  requirement,  the 
Commission  will  require  the  Postal 
Service  to  supply  copies  of  such 
contracts  to  Ae  Commission,  upon 
request,  by  FAX,  messenger  service  or 
overnight  mail.  The  Postal  Service 
maintains  contracts  for  public 
inspection  and  retains  them  until 
cancellation.  The  public  rarely,  if  ever, 
asks  to  review  su^  contracts  at  the 
Commission.  The  modified  regulations 
will  eliminate  the  Postal  Service’s  costs 
for  filing  several  thousand  contracts  a 
year  with  the  Commission,  as  well  as 
the  Commission's  costs  for  processing 
and  storing  those  contracts,  while 
continuing  to  fulfill  the  statutory 
requirement  that  postal  contracts  be 
available  for  inspection  at  the 
Commission. 

EFFCCnvc  date:  This  rule  is  effective 
July  6. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACR 

James  W.  Greene  (202)  927-5597 
or 

Charles  B.  Langyher,  III  (202)  927-5160 
(TDD  for  hearing  impair^:  (202)  927- 
5721J 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  (NTO)  served 
February  13, 1992  (57  FR  5413,  February 
14, 1992),  the  Commission  proposed  to 
discontinue  its  practice  of  retaining 
postal  contracts  past  their  effective  date. 
Additionally,  the  Commission  requested 
comments  on  whether  it  may  and  should 
amend  49  CFR  1332.3(b)  to  eliminate  the 
requirement  that  the  Postal  Service  file 
copies  of  the  contracts. 

The  Association  of  American 
Railroads  (AAR),  The  National 
Industrial  Transportation  League  (NTTL) 
and  the  National  Star  Route  Mail 
Contractors’  Association  (NSRMCA) 
filed  comments  in  response  to  the  NPR. 
All  three  parties  supported  the  proposal 
to  dispose  of  the  contracts  after  their 


effective  dates.  NSRMCA  did  not 
respond  to  the  request  for  comments  on 
the  feasibility  of  eliminating  the  filing 
requirement;  AAR  indicated  that  the 
statute  appears  to  preclude  total 
elimination  of  the  requirement,  but 
permits  us  to  require  the  filing  of  only 
one  copy  (the  regulations  currently 
require  two  copies):  and  NTTL  stated 
that  in  its  view  we  can  eliminate  the 
filing  requirement 

In  its  comments,  NITL  points  out  that 
the  Postal  Reorganization  Act  Public 
Law  91-375,  does  not  require  that  postal 
contracts  be  “filed”  with  the 
Commission;  rather,  it  merely  requires 
that  they  be  “available  for  inspection” 
at  the  Commission  at  least  fifteen  days 
prior  to  their  effective  dates.  NITL 
contends  that  in  this  day  and  age,  the 
“availability”  of  contracts  for  inspection 
at  the  ICC  can  be  accomplished  without 
the  actual  physical  filing  and  retention 
of  all  such  documents  at  the 
Commission.  For  example,  NTTL  states 
that  the  Commission  and  the  Postal 
Service  could  enter  into  an 
understanding  thaL  in  the  rare  event 
there  is  a  request  for  review  of  a 
contract  at  the  Commission,  the  Postal 
Service  would  either  FAX  the  contract 
to  the  Commission  or  send  a  copy  by 
messenger. 

The  Commission  believes  that 
procedures  along  the  lines  suggested  by 
NTTL  will  produce  cost  savings  for  both 
the  Postal  Service  and  the  Commission, 
while  continuing  to  fulfill  the  statutory 
requirement  that  proposed  postal 
contracts  be  available  for  inspection  at 
the  Commission  at  least  15  days  prior  to 
their  effective  dates.  Postal  Service 
personnel  have  informally  indicated  that 
the  Postal  Service  will  send  us  copies  of 
the  relevant  contracts,  upon  request. 

The  Commission  therefore  finds  that  49 
CFR  Part  1332  should  be  amended  by 
eliminating  the  existing  filing 
requirement  and  substituting  therefor  a 
requirement  that  the  Postal  Service 
provide  the  Commission  with  copies  of 
proposed  contracts,  upon  request. 

Energy  sod  Envinminental 
Considoations 

This  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  upon  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  the  conservation  of 
energy  resources. 

Regulatory  Flexil^ty  Analysis 

This  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  1332 

Government  contracts.  Motor  carriers. 
Postal  Service,  Railroads. 
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Decided:  May  27, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Philbin,  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips  and  Emmett  Conunissioner 
Simmons  concurred  in  the  result  with  a 
separate  expression. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr^ 

Secretary, 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  the  Commission  amends  title 
49,  chapter  X,  part  1332  as  follows: 

PART  1332— RUNG  CONTRACTS  FOR 
SURFACE  MAIL  TRANSPORTATION 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1332 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Authority:  Sec.  5005(b)(3),  84  Stat  767,  39 
U.S.C.  5005. 

2.  A  new  §  1332.2  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1332,2  Availability  of  contracts. 

Upon  request  ftx>m  any  member  of  the 
public  to  inspect  a  contract(s)  or 
agreement(sj  described  in  §  1332.1.  at 
any  time  between  the  effective  date  of 
such  contract(s)  or  agreement(s)  and  15 
days  prior  thereto,  the  Commission  will 
obtain  the  requested  contract(s]  or 
agreement(s]  from  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service  and  make  it  (them)  available  for 
inspection. 


3.  Section  1332J  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1332,3  Manner  of  submitting  contracts. 

The  U.S.  Postal  Service  will  submit  to 
the  Commission,  upon  request,  a  copy  of 
the  requested  contract(s)  or 
agreement(8).  Such  contract(s)  or 
agreement(sj  will  be  submitted  by 
facsimile  transmission  or  messenger 
service  where  feasible,  and,  where  such 
services  are  not  feasible,  by  the  fastest 
available  mail  service. 

(PR  Doc  92-13069  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regiilatiorts.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  p^  to  the  adoption  of  the  fmal 
rules. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Parts  160, 161,  and  162 

(Docket  No.  91-027] 

Accreditation  of  Veterinarians 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  We  are  proposing  to  revise 
the  regulations  by  which  we  accredit 
veterinarians  and  authorize  them  to 
perform,  on  behalf  of  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,  certain 
animal  health  activities  specified  in  9 
CFR  chapter  I.  These  changes  would 
establish  accreditation  on  a  national 
rather  than  a  State  basis,  and  would 
also  remove  a  test  currently  required  for 
accreditied  veterincuians,  require  an 
orientation  program  for  each  newly 
accredited  veterinarian,  and  specify 
standards  for  performance  of  certain 
services  by  accredited  veterinarians. 

We  also  propose  to  revise  procedures 
for  suspending  and  revokiiig  accredited 
veterinarian  status,  and  to  add  language 
describing  how  civil  and  criminal 
penalties  may  be  imposed  on  accredited 
veterinarians  who  violate  regulatory 
requirements.  These  proposed  changes 
are  intended  to  ensure  that  an  adequate 
number  of  qualified  accredited 
veterinarians  are  available  in  the  United 
States  to  perform  necessary  animal 
health  activities.  These  changes  would 
affect  currently  accredited  veterinarians 
and  future  applicants  for  accredited 
veterinarian  status. 

DATES:  Consideration  will  be  given  only 
to  comments  received  on  or  before  July 
6. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  To  help  ensure  that  your 
written  comments  are  considered,  send 
an  original  and  three  copies  to  Chief, 
Regulatory  Analysis  and  Development, 
PPD,  APHIS,  USDA,  room  804,  Federal 
Building.  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782.  Please  state  that 


your  comments  refer  to  Docket  Number 
91-027.  Comments  received  may  be 
inspected  at  USDA,  room  1141,  South 
Building,  14th  Street  and  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC,  between 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m..  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  J.  A.  Heamon,  Staff  Veterinarian, 
Sheep,  Goat,  Equine,  and  Poultry 
Diseases  Staff,  VS.  APHIS,  USDA,  room 
769,  Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest 
Road,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782,  (301)  436- 
6954. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

In  accordance  with  9  CFR  parts  160, 
161,  and  162  (referred  to  below  as  the 
regulations),  some  veterinarians  are 
accredited  by  the  Federal  government  to 
cooperate  with  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  (APHIS)  in 
controlling  and  preventing  the  spread  of 
animal  diseases  throiighout  the  country 
and  internationally.  Accredited 
veterinarians  use  their  professional 
training  in  veterinary  medicine  to 
perform  certain  regulatory  tasks.  The 
proposed  regulations  would  change  the 
requirements  for  becoming  accredited, 
the  standards  for  performance  of  duties 
by  accredited  veterinarians,  the  rules  of 
practice  governing  revocation  and 
suspension  of  accredited  veterinarians, 
and  some  definitions. 

APHIS  is  responsible  for  defining  the 
scope  of  the  accredited  veterincuian 
program,  providing  information  and 
education  regarding  the  program  to 
veterinary  practitioners  participating  as 
accredited  veterinarians,  and  providing 
information  to  cooperating  State 
governments,  international  partners,  and 
the  public.  In  addition,  APHIS  is 
responsible  for  enforcement  of  the 
veterinary  accreditation  standards 
contained  in  the  regulations. 

Accredited  veterinarians  are  involved 
in  a  cooperative  relationship  with 
APHIS  for  disease  control  and 
prevention.  Licensed  veterinarians  are 
presumed  to  be  medically  competent; 
accreditation  in  addition  to  licensing 
indicates  that  the  accredited 
veterinarian  is  able  and  authorized  to 
perform  various  procedures  of 
regulatory  animal  health. 

State  governments  have  a  role  in  the 
accredited  veterinarian  program  through 
licensing  and  disseminating  information 
on  the  accredited  veterinarian  program 


to  veterinary  practitioners.  States  also 
have  an  advisory  and  consultative  role 
in  the  adjudication  process  for 
accredited  veterinarians  who' violate  the 
standards  of  the  regulations.  However, 
the  ultimate  determination  of  the 
adjudicatory  sanctions  in  such  cases 
rests  with  the  Federal  Government. 

According  to  current  S  161.2, 
veterinarians  must  become  accredited  in 
each  State  where  they  intend  to  do 
accredited  work.  We  propose  to  change 
this  to  a  national  accreditation:  once 
veterinarians  are  accredited,  they  could 
perform  accredited  work  in  any  State  in 
which  they  were  licensed  to  practice 
veterinary  medicine.*  This  new  national 
accreditation  would  increase  the 
efficiency  of  the  accreditation  process 
by  decreasing  the  amount  of  record 
keeping,  since  veterinarians  would  only 
need  to  be  accredited  once  instead  of 
State-by-State.  This  would  decrease  the 
burden  on  veterinarians  who  relocate  to 
another  State,  who  work  near  borders 
between  States,  or  work  in  several 
States  on  a  consultant  basis.  As  a 
national  service,  APHIS  would  be  able 
to  keep  a  single  national  record  of 
accredited  veterinarians  rather  than 
utilizing  the  variety  of  State  records. 

Section  161.2  of  the  current 
regulations  requires  veterinarians 
desiring  accreffitation  to  take  a  written 
test  as  a  part  of  the  accreditation 
application  procedure.  APHIS  is 
proposing  to  remove  that  test  because  it 
is  not  an  accurate  indication  of 
qualification  for  accreditation. 

Basic  professional  skills  necessary  for 
accreditation  are  learned  in  veterinary 
school,  and  the  curricula  of  many 
veterinary  schools  include  components 
designed  to  provide  the  basic  animal 
science  and  regulatory  procedural  skills 
needed  to  successfully  perform 
accredited  veterinarian  duties.  APHIS 
works  with  schools  of  veterinary 
medicine  to  make  this  training  available 
and  to  ensure  that  it  is  complete, 
current,  and  accurate. 

However,  some  veterinary  schools  do 
not  provide  such  training,  and  some 
graduates  of  veterinary  schools  may  not 

'  We  also  propose  that  if  an  accredited 
veterinarian  wishes  to  perform  accredited  duties  In 
a  State  other  than  the  one  in  which  he  or  she  was 
first  accredited,  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge  of  the 
new  State  will  have  the  accredited  veterinarian 
complete  an  orientation  in  procedures  used  in  the 
new  State  before  the  accredited  veterinarian  may 
perform  accredited  duties  in  that  State. 
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have  completed  it  To  address  this 
situation,  we  propose  to  revise  the 
procedure  by  which  veterinarians  apply 
for  accreditaiton  by  adding  a 
requirement  to  $  161.2  that  APHIS 
conHrm  that  the  applicant's  veterinary 
school  coursework  prepared  the 
applicant  to  perform  the  tasks  required 
of  an  accredited  veterinarian.  Under  the 
proposed  application  procedure,  when 
an  applicant  completes  VS  Form  1-36A, 
“Application  for  Veterinary 
Accreditation,”  the  applicant  would  also 
certify  that  he  or  she  is  able  to  perform 
the  following  tasks  listed  in  proposed 
§  161.2(d).  After  each  task,  we  explain 
why  the  accredited  veterinarian  needs 
to  be  able  to  perform  it. 

1.  Perform  physical  examination  of 
individual  animals,  herds,  or  flocks  to 
determine  whether  they  are  free  from 
communicable  diseases.  One  of  the 
most  frequent  tasks  of  accredited 
veterinarians  is  to  examine  animals 
singly  or  in  groups  in  order  to  sign 
certiHcates  or  other  documents 
accurately  describing  their  apparent 
state  of  health. 

2.  Recognize  the  common  breeds  of 
livestock  so  as  to  be  able  to  record 
breed  information  on  official 
documents.  Needed  to  accurately  record 
breed  information  on  official  documents, 
for  identification  and  because  some 
animal  diseases  afflict  certain  breeds 
more  than  other  breeds. 

3.  Recognize  brucellosis  tattoos  and 
calfhood  vaccination  tags,  and 
determine  the  state  of  origin  or  eartags, 
to  properly  identify  animals  in 
interstate  commerce.  One  of  the  primary 
means  of  enforcing  the  brucellosis 
program  and  other  animal  disease 
programs  rests  with  accredited 
veterinarians  checking  these  forms  of 
official  animal  identification  during 
examinations  of  animals  in  commerce. 

4.  Estimate  the  age  of  livestock  using 
dental  formula.  Several  APHIS 
programs  restrict  the  movement  of 
animals,  particularly  horses  and  cattle, 
if  they  are  over  or  under  a  specified  age 
and  regulatory  conditions  have  not  been 
met.  Accredited  veterinarians  may  need 
to  estimate  the  age  of  animals  in 
situations  where  documentation  of  age 
is  not  available  or  may  not  be 
trustworthy. 

5.  Apply  an  eartag,  tattoo,  backtag. 
and  legband.  These  identifications  are 
used  in  many  APHIS  programs  to  show 
that  animals  have  met  speciflc 
requirements  or  are  in  a  particular 
regulatory  category.  Accredited 
veterinarians  are  often  responsible  fm* 
applying  these  identifications. 

ft  Certify  the  diesease  status  of  a 
poultry  flock  with  regard  to  disease 
caused  by  Salmonella  enteritidis. 


psittacosis  or  ornithosis,  and  velogenic 
viscerotropic  Newcastle  disease.  Under 
some  circumstances,  poultry  flocks  may 
only  ship  birds  after  an  accredited 
veterinarian  has  certified  the  flock  is 
free  from  certain  communicable  avian 
diseases. 

7.  Properly  complete  certificates  for 
domestic  and  international  movement  of 
animals.  These  documents  are  issued  by 
accredited  veterinarians  and  are  used  to 
enforce  APHIS  regulatory  programs,  and 
their  accuracy  is  essential  to  l^e  success 
of  those  programs. 

ft  Apply  and  remove  official  seals. 
These  seals  are  used  on  means  of 
conveyance  or  facilities  to  reveal 
whether  articles  prohibited  movement 
due  to  a  risk  of  animal  disease  are  in 
fact  moved. 

9.  Perform  a  necropsy  on  livestock. 
Necropsy  is  sometimes  necessary  to 
obtain,  for  offlcial  documents, 
information  about  an  animal's  disease 
status. 

10.  Recognize  signs  and  lesions  of 
exotic  animal  diseases.  Preventing 
introduction  of  foreign  animal  diseases 
is  a  primary  goal  of  APHIS  programs. 
Since  accredited  veterinarians  are  likely 
to  be  the  first  to  see  evidence  of 
introduced  foreign  diseases,  it  is 
important  that  they  are  able  to  recognize 
them. 

11.  Plan  a  disease  control  strategy  for 
a  livestock  unit  Accredited 
veterinarians  must  be  able  to  work  with 
animal  owners  to  develop  plans  to 
control  communicable  animal  diseases 
that  are  discovered  in  the  course  of 
official  business. 

12.  Vaccinate  for  brucellosis  and  fill 
out  the  vaccination  certificate. 
Vaccinating  animals  and  documenting 
the  vaccination  are  critical  parts  of  the 
APHIS  brucellosis  program,  and  these 
duties  are  often  performed  by  accredited 
veterinarians. 

13.  Draw  and  ship  blood  for  testing. 
The  accredited  veterinarian  must 
perform  this  duty  in  connection  with 
several  APHIS  programs,  such  as  export 
certification  of  animals. 

14.  Perform  a  caudal  fold  test  for 
tuberculosis.  This  test  is  a  key  part  of 
the  APHIS  tuberculosis  program,  and  is 
often  performed  by  accredited 
veterinarians. 

15.  Develop  appropriate  cleaning  and 
disinfection  plans  to  control 
communicable  livestock  disease  spread 
To  control  disease  spread,  cleaning  and 
disinfection  of  premises  where  certain 
communicable  animal  diseases  are 
found  should  be  done  as  soon  as 
possible  after  that  discovery.  Because 
an  accredited  veterinarian  is  often  the 
first  person  in  authority  to  identify  a 
disease,  he  or  she  should  be  able  to  plan 


the  cleaning  and  disinfection  required 
by  the  circumstances. 

16.  Explain  basic  principles  for 
control  of  diseases  for  which  APHIS 
programs  exist  such  as  brucellosis, 
pseudorabies,  and  tuberculosis. 
Accredited  veterinarians  should  be  able 
to  explain  the  methods  they  use  and  the 
requirements  they  enforce  to  control 
these  diseases.  Iliis  should  prevent 
misunderstanding  of  APHIS  programs 
and  explain  to  persons  whose  actions 
are  restricted  by  the  regulations  why  the 
restrictions  are  necessary. 

Proposed  S  161.2(a)  would  require 
each  applicant  for  accreditation  to: 

(1)  Graduate  with  a  Doctorate  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  or  equivalent 
degree  (any  degree  that  qualifies  the 
holder  to  be  licensed  by  a  State  to 
practice  veterinary  medicine)  ht>m  a 
college  of  veterinary  medicine,  and 

(2)  Attend  an  orientation  program 
approved  by  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge 
for  the  State  in  which  the  veterinarian 
wishes  to  perform  accredited  duties. 

Attendance  at  an  orientation  program 
would  be  required  as  part  of  the 
accreditation  procedure  to  ensure 
suflicient  and  current  knowledge  of 
Federal  animal  health  rules,  objectives, 
and  programs  by  the  applicant  The 
orientation  program  would  include  the 
following  topics,  listed  in  proposed 
1 161.2(aM4): 

1.  Federal  animal  health  laws,  regulations, 
and  rules; 

2.  Interstate  movement  requirements  for 
animals; 

3.  Import  and  export  requirements  for 
animals; 

4.  USDA  animal  disease  eradication  and 
control  programs; 

5.  Lolraratory  support  in  confirming  disease 
diagnoses; 

6.  Ethical/Professional  responsibilities  of 
an  accredited  veterinarian;  and, 

7.  Animal  health  procedures,  issues,  and 
information  resources  relevant  to  the  State  in 
which  the  veterinarian  wishes  to  perform 
accredited  duties. 

By  requiring  an  applicant  to  certify 
that  he  or  she  can  perform  the  specified 
tasks,  and  to  complete  an  orientation  in 
the  above  topics.  APHIS  could  ensure 
that  applicants  for  accreditation  have 
been  thoroughly  Instructed  in  these 
tasks  and  topics.  We  believe  that  this 
system  is  more  reliable  than  a  written 
test,  which  for  practical  reasons  may 
assess  only  limited  areas  of  the 
necessary  skills,  for  the  purpose  of 
ensuring  technical  competence  in 
accredited  veterinarians. 

We  also  propose  to  revise  S  161.2(b), 
which  deals  with  reaccreditation  of 
veterinarians  whose  accreditation  have 
been  revoked.  Formerly,  one  condition 
for  reaccreditation  was  that  the 
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applicant  must  furnish  “adequate 
assurance  that  he  or  she  will  faithfully 
fuinil  the  duties  of  an  accredited 
veterinarian  in  the  future.”  Because 
experience  has  shown  that  it  is  difficult 
to  determine  what  constitutes  such 
“adequate  assurance,”  we  propose  to 
revise  this  provision  by  dropping  the 
term  “adequate  assurance"  and  by  - 
adding  a  new  S  iei.2(b)(4)  requiring  that 
in  reaccreditation  cases,  the 
Administrator  must  determine  that: 

The  professional  integrity  and  reputation  of 
the  applicant  support  a  conclusion  that  the 
applicant  will  faithfully  fulhll  the  duties  of  an 
accredited  veterinarian  in  the  future.  In 
making  this  conclusion,  the  Administrator 
may  consider 

(i)  Criminal  conviction  records  adversely 
reflecting  on  the  honesty  or  integrity  of  the 
applicant  with  regard  to  the  performance  or 
nonperformance  of  veterinary  medical  duties; 

(ii)  Official  records  of  the  applicant's 
actions  participating  in  Federal,  State,  or 
local  veterinary  programs; 

(iii)  ludicial  determinations  in  civil 
litigation  adversely  reflecting  on  the  integrity 
of  the  applicant;  and 

(iv)  Any  other  evidence  reflecting  on  the 
professional  integrity  and  reputation  of  the 
applicant. 

Veterinarians  whose  accreditation 
has  been  revoked  and  who  are  later 
reaccredited  would  also  have  to 
complete  a  reaccreditation  orientation, 
covering  topics  deemed  necessary  by 
the  Veterinarian-in-Charge  based  on  the 
reasons  the  veterinarian  lost 
accreditation  and  any  changes  to 
procedures  for  accredited  work  which 
have  occurred  since  the  veterinarian's 
accreditation  status  was  revoked.  The 
State  Animal  Health  Official  would  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  review  the 
content  of  reaccreditation  orientation 
programs,  because  we  believe  these 
officials  may  have  valuable  suggestions 
on  what  topics  relevant  to  their  State 
should  be  included. 

In  the  application  processes  for  both 
accreditation  and  reaccreditation,  we 
propose  that  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge 
who  receives  tha  application  should  give 
the  State  Animal  Health  Official  for  ffie 
State  involved  the  opportunity  to  review 
the  application  and  either  endorse  it  or 
return  it  with  an  explanation  of  why  it 
was  not  endorsed.  One  purpose  of  this 
endorsement  is  to  have  the  State  Animal 
Health  Official  indicate  that  the 
applicant  is  licensed  to  practice 
veterinary  medicine  in  the  involved 
State.  This  endorsement  practice  would 
also  give  State  Animal  Health  Officials 
the  opportunity  to  present  any 
objections  they  may  have  to  die 
accreditation  or  reaccreditation  of 
applicants.  However,  the  ultimate 
desision  on  accreditation  or  . 
reaccreditation  rests  with  the 


Administrator.  To  keep  the  process 
timely,  a  State  Animal  Health  Official 
would  have  only  14  days  to  endorse  an 
application  or  present  objections  to  it; 
aher  that  time,  the  Veterinarian-in- 
Charge  would  proceed  with  review  of 
the  application. 

Moving  from  application  procedures 
into  the  area  of  how  accredited 
veterinarians  perform  their  duties,  we 
propose  to  permit  an  “authorized 
assistant”  to  control  certain  papers  and 
materials  that  previously  only  the 
accredited  veterinarian  was  able  to 
control.  An  authorized  assistant  would 
be  dehned  as  “An  individual  who  is  an 
employee,  agent,  or  business  partner  of 
an  accredited  veterinarian,  who  is 
authorized  by  the  accredited 
veterinarian  to  perform  specified  duties 
or  have  access  to  speciHed  materials 
associated  with  the  performance  of  the 
accredited  veterinarian's  work,  and  who 
is  named  in  a  written  delegation  of 
authority  signed  by  the  accredited 
veterinarian  and  on  file  with  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  of  each  State  in 
which  the  assistant  is  authorized  to 
perform  such  duties.” 

In  addition  to  adding  this  definition  of 
“authorized  assistant,”  we  propose  to 
add  language  to  §  161.3  allowing 
delegations  of  authority  to  authorize 
such  assistants  to  sign  documents  for 
the  accredited  veterinarian,  using  the 
format  “signed  for  (name  of  accredited 
veterinarian]  by  (name  of  authorized 
assistant).”  The  delegation  of  authority 
would  also  specify  duties  the  authorized 
assistant  is  authorized  to  perform  and 
materials  associated  with  the 
performance  of  the  accredited 
veterinarian's  work  to  which  the 
authorized  assistant  is  allowed  access. 

The  authorized  assistant  would  be 
authorized  to  sign  for  the  accredited  ' 
veterinarian  in  order  to  decrease  the 
veterinarian's  paperwork  burden.  The 
accredited  veterinarian  would  be 
responsible  for  the  accuracy  and 
completeness  of  all  tests  or  activities 
performed  including  the  information  on 
any  certificate  of  form  signed  by  the 
authorized  assistant. 

As  discussed  below  under 
"Miscellaneous  changes,”  we  propose  to 
add  or  modify  several  definitions  in 
S  160.1.  Definitions  of  two  important 
terms,  “inspect”  and  “examine,”  would 
be  added.  'These  definitions  would  read 
as  follows. 

Inspect,  inspection.  Visual  study  of  the 
physical  appearance,  physical  condition,  and 
behavior  of  animals  (sin^y  or  in  groups)  that 
enables  an  accredited  veterinarian  to 
determine  whether  any  abnormality  in 
physical  condition  or  bodily  function  is 
evident. 


When  animals  are  inspected,  they  are 
subjected  to  a  lesser  degree  of  scrutiny 
than  during  an  examination,  defined 
below.  Inspection  involves  visual  study 
to  detect  abnormalities  that  should  be 
apparent  to  an  accredited  veterinarian. 

It  is  important  to  define  this  term 
because  inspecting  animals  is  a  common 
duty  of  accredited  veterinarians,  and  is 
mentioned  throughout  §  161.3, 

“Standards  for  accredited  veterinarian 
duties.”  In  addition,  if  an  accredited 
veterinarian  performs  an  inspection 
improperly,  or  issues  a  false  or  incorrect 
inspection  certificate,  he  or  she  would 
be  subject  to  suspension  or  revocation 
of  accredited  status,  or  civil  and 
criminal  pmalties,  in  accordance  with 
proposed  §  161.4. 

Examine,  examination.  Physical  study  of 
an  animal  that  enables  an  accredited 
veterinarian  to  determine  if  any  abnormality 
in  physical  condition  or  bodily  function  is  the 
result  of  a  communicable  disease. 

Examination  is  the  study  of  an  animal 
that  exceeds  the  visual  study  performed 
during  an  inspection.  Inspection  should 
detect  physical  abnormalities; 
examination  should  determine  whether 
the  abnormalities  are  the  result  of  a 
commimicable  disease.  Applicants  for 
accredited  veterinarian  status  must 
certify  their  ability  to  perform 
examinations,  in  accordance  with 
§  161.2(d).  Examining  animals  is  also  a 
common  duty  of  accredited 
veterinarians,  required  in  §  161.3,  and 
accredited  veterinarians  who  perform 
examinations  improperly  would  be 
subject  to  the  penalties  discussed  above. 

We  propose  several  other  changes  to 
the  standards  for  accredited 
veterinarian  duties  in  §  161.3.  We 
propose  to  delete  all  references  to  duties 
under  9  CFR  subchapter  A,  which 
concerns  the  Animal  Welfare  Act  (Pub. 
L  89-544,  as  amended)  and  the  Horse 
Protection  Act  (Pub.  L.  91-540,  as 
amended),  APHIS  is  no  longer 
employing  accredited  veterinarians  to 
perform  those  duties. 

We  propose  to  revised  S  161.3(a]  to 
require  that  when  issuing  a  certificate, 
form,  record,  or  report  regarding  an 
animal,  the  accredited  veterinarian  must 
have  personally  observed  the  animal 
within  24  hours  of  the  signing.  The 
current  language  does  not  include  the  24 
hour  limit,  which  we  think  is  necessary 
to  ensure  that  official  documents  reflect 
the  current  status  of  animals. 

Current  S  161.3(c)  concerns  situations 
where  an  accredited  veterinarian  signs 
documents  reflecting  the  results  of  an 
inspection,  test  vaccination,  or 
treatment  performed  by  another 
accredited  veterinarian.  We  propose  to 
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add  a  requirement  that  when  signing  a 
document  for  another  accredited 
veterinarian,  the  signing  accredited 
veterinarian  must  exercise  “reasonable 
care,  that  is.  a  standard  of  care  that  a 
reasonably  prudent  person  would  use 
under  the  circumstances  in  the  course  of 
performing  professional  duties,  to 
determine  that  the  certiHcate.  form,  or 
report  is  accurate.” 

We  propose  to  change  S  161.3(e]. 
which  concerns  identihcation  of  reactor 
animals  by  accredited  veterinarians,  to 
drop  the  language  that  requires  the 
accredited  veterinarian  to  follow 
identification  instructions  issued  by  a 
State  Animal  Health  Official.  We 
believe  that  such  instructions  should  be 
issued  by  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge. 

We  also  propose  to  change  this 
paragraph  to  allow  the  accredited 
veterinarian  to  either  perform  the 
identification  of  reactor  animals  or  to 
supervise  the  identification,  since  either 
approach  would  ensure  proper 
identiHcation  or  reactor  animals. 

Current  §  161.3(1]  (proposed 
§  161.3(k])  deals  with  certificates  issued 
by  accredited  veterinarians  for  export  of 
animals.  Normally  such  certihcates 
include  the  results  of  any  laboratory 
tests  required  to  export  the  animal. 

Upon  occasion,  waiting  for  pending  test 
results  would  delay  the  export  schedule 
for  the  animal.  To  avoid  this,  the 
regulations  allow  the  accredited 
veterinarian  to  issue  the  certiHcate 
without  including  the  test  results  if  a 
Veterinary  Services  veterinarian  agrees 
to  add  the  test  results  to  the  certificate 
at  a  later  time.  We  propose  that  when 
such  an  arrangement  is  made,  the 
accredited  veterinarian  must  record  on 
the  certificate  the  name  of  the 
Veterinary  Services  veterinarian 
responsible  for  adding  the  test  results  to 
the  certihcate. 

A  new  paragraph  161.4(d)  is  proposed 
to  identify  violations  of  the  regulations 
that  could  cause  a  veterinarian  to  be 
subject  to  civil  or  criminal  penalties,  in 
addition  to  suspension  or  revocation  of 
accreditation  for  violations  of  the 
standards  for  accredited  veterinarians. 
These  violations  include  knowingly 
issuing  a  false,  incorrect,  or  mislabeled 
animal  health  or  inspection  certiHcate, 
blood  sample,  official  brucellosis 
vaccination  certificate,  or  official 
tuberculin  or  brucellosis  test  certiHcate. 
Pointing  out  the  possibility  of  penalties 
should  help  deter  veterinarians  from 
committing  these  violations,  which  can 
damage  the  American  livestock  industry 
and  endanger  public  health. 

We  also  propose  to  revise  Part  162— 
Rules  of  Practice  Governing  Revocation 
or  Suspension  of  Veterinarians’ 
Accreditation,  to  clarify  the  outcomes 


that  could  result  from  this  process.  The 
posssible  outcomes  are: 

(1}  A  letter  to  the  accredited 
veterinarian  dismissing  the  case  after 
investigation  shows  that  the  accredited 
veterinarian  did  not  violate  the 
standards. 

(2)  A  letter  to  the  accredited 
veterinarian  dismissing  the  case,  but 
identifying  actions  of  ffie  accredited 
veterinarian  that  violate  the  standards, 
instructing  the  accredited  veterinarian 
in  proper  procedures,  and  admonishing 
the  accredited  veterinarian  to  use 
greater  care.  We  believe  that  such  a 
letter  could  serve  as  a  useful  and 
appropriate  warning  for  situations 
where  an  accredited  veterinarian  does 
not  repeatedly  violate  the  standards,  but 
repeated  administrative  errors  require 
more  than  warning  letters.  Therefore, 
we  also  propose  to  add  language  to 

§  161.12(d}  stating  that  issuance  of  three 
or  more  letters  of  dismissal  citing 
incidents  of  administrative  errors  by  an 
accredited  veterinarian  may  be  cause 
for  more  severe  action,  i.e.  suspension  or 
revocation  of  accredited  veterinarian 
status,  or  civil  or  criminal  penalties 
where  appropriate. 

(3)  A  letter  of  warning  identifying  a 
significant  breach  of  the  standards  that 
does  not  warrant  suspension  or 
revocation  of  accreditation. 

(4)  Suspension  of  accreditation;  and 

(5)  Revocation  of  accreditation. 

The  Rules  of  Practice  in  part  162  allow 
alleged  violations  to  be  dealt  with  first 
on  the  level  of  an  informal  conference 
and  then,  if  the  outcome  of  this  stage 
justifies  it,  a  formal  written  complaint. 
The  first  two  outcomes  identified 
above — letters  of  dismissal— could  be 
generated  during  or  before  the  informal 
conference  stage.  The  third  possible 
outcome — a  letter  of  warning — is 
generally  issued  at  either  the  informal 
conference  stage  or  the  formal 
complaint  process.  The  final  two 
coutcomes — suspension  or  revocation — 
could  occur  only  after  a  formal 
complaint  is  processed,  unless  the 
accredited  veterinarian  consents  in 
writing  to  such  an  outcome. 

With  two  exceptions,  an  informal 
conference  is  always  held  for  accredited 
veterinarians  who  have  been  notified  in 
accordance  with  §  162.11  that  here  is 
reason  to  believe  that  he  or  she  has  not 
complied  with  the  standards  for 
accredited  vetmnarians  in  §  161.3.  The 
two  exceptions  occur  if:  The  case  is 
dismissed  by  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge 
before  the  stage  when  an  informal 
conference  would  be  held:  or.  civil  or 
criminal  charges  are  pending  against  the 
accredited  veterinarian  for  the  same 
actions  or  inactions  believed  to  be  in 
violation  of  the  standards  for  accredited 


veterinarians  in  §  161.3.  In  this  latter 
instance,  an  informal  conference  would 
be  redundant  and  inappropriate  because 
proceedings  would  be  in  progress  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable  rules  of 
civil  or  criminal  law.  Holding  an 
informal  conference  at  the  same  time 
could  interfere  with  the  civil  or  criminal 
proceedings;  therefore,  no  informal 
conference  would  be  held  until  after  the 
civil  or  criminal  charges  have  been 
resolved. 

We  propose  that  an  informal 
conference  shall  include  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  or  his  or  her 
representative,  the  accredited 
veterinarian,  and  any  other  persons  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  requests  to 
attend  due  to  their  involvement  in  or 
knowledge  of  the  possible  violation.  The 
State  Animal  Health  Official  would  be 
invited  to  attend  each  informal 
conference  held  regarding  activities  in 
his  or  her  State.  At  the  discretion  of  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge,  informal 
conferences  may  be  held  by  telephone. 
We  believe  these  standards  for  informal 
conferences  would  allow  alleged 
violations  that  do  not  justify  more 
formal  proceeding  to  be  settled 
efficiently  and  fairly. 

We  are  proposing  these  changes  to  the 
Rules  of  Practice  in  part  162  because  the 
current  regulations  do  not  provide  for 
notification  to  the  accredited 
veterinarian  if  the  case  is  dismissed,  and 
because  the  current  regulations  are 
unclear  regarding  the  use  of  informal 
conferences  and  letters  of  warning. 

Miscellaneous  Charges 

We  also  propose  to  add  or  modify 
definitions  of  “Accredited  veterinarian,” 
“Administrator,”  “Animal,”  “Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,” 
“Examine,”  “Inspect,”  “Official 
certificate,  form,  record,  report,  tag, 
band  or  other  identification,”  “State 
animal  health  official,”  and 
“Veterinarian-in-Charge”  to  make  the 
definitions  consistent  with  their  use  in 
the  regulations  and  to  aid  understanding 
of  the  regulations.  We  also  propose  to 
delete  references  throughout  the 
regulations  to  duties  no  longer  required 
of  accredited  veterinarians  concerning 
the  Animal  Welfare  Act  and  Horse 
Protection  Act  (9  CFR  subchapter  A), 
and  to  make  other  minor  editorial 
changes  to  the  chapter  9  CFR 
Subchapter  A],  and  to  make  other  minor 
editorial  changes  in  the  resegulations 
consistent  with  the  changes  described 
above. 

Executive  Order  12291  and  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

We  are  issuing  this  proposed  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
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12291,  and  we  have  determined  that  it  is 
not  a  “major  rule.”  Based  on  information 
compiled  by  the  Department,  it  has  been 
determined  that  this  rule,  if  adopted, 
would  have  an  effect  on  the  economy  of 
less  than  $100  million;  would  not  cause  a 
major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 

Federal  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  and 
would  not  cause  a  significant  adverse 
effect  on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  innovation,  or 
on  the  ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

This  proposed  amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  establish  accreditation  on  a 
national  rather  than  a  State  basis,  and 
would  also  remove  a  test  currently 
required  for  accredited  veterinarians, 
require  an  orientation  program  for  each 
accredited  veterinarian,  and  specify 
standards  for  performance  of  certain 
services  by  accredited  veterinarians. 

There  are  currently  approximately 
45,000  accredited  veterinarians 
practicing  in  the  United  States. 
Approximately  2,000  new  accredited 
veterinarians,  mostly  recent  graduates, 
are  added  to  the  system  each  year.  The 
degree  to  which  their  income  depends 
on  performing  accredited  work  varies 
greatly  within  this  population,  and  we 
have  little  reliable  information  in  this 
area.  It  appears  that  accredited 
veterinarians  may  be  divided  into  three 
groups  in  terms  of  the  income  they 
derive  from  performing  accredited  work. 
A  small  minority  of  accredited 
veterinarians  derive  most  of  their 
income  from  accredited  work.  A  large 
minority  of  accredited  veterinarians 
derive  only  a  small  portion  of  their 
income  from  accredited  work.  The 
largest  group  in  the  accredited 
veterinarian  population  derives  a 
significant  but  not  major  portion  of  their 
income  from  accredited  work.  (Another 
minor  group,  irrelevant  to  economic 
considerations  under  the  proposed  rule, 
is  accredited  but  receives  no  income 
from  performing  accredited  work.) 

The  proposed  changes  should  not 
significantly  aBect  the  number  of 
accredited  veterinarians,  the  expenses 
they  accrue  to  become  accredited,  or  the 
income  they  derive  from  performing 
accredited  work.  The  changes 
essentially  affect  application  procedures 
without  imposing  any  significant  new 
application  costs. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  has 
determined  that  this  action  would  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 


Executive  Order  12778 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  l^ecutive  Order  12778,  Civil 
Justice  Reform.  If  this  proposed  rule  is 
adopted:  (1)  All  State  and  local  laws 
and  regulations  that  are  in  conflict  wifli 
this  rule  will  be  preempted;  (2)  no 
retroactive  effect  will  be  given  to  this 
rule;  and  (3)  administrative  proceedings 
are  required  before  the  suspension  or 
revocation  of  a  veterinarian's 
accreditation  can  be  challenged  in  court 

Executive  Order  12372 

This  program/activity  is  listed  in  the 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
under  No.  10.025  and  is  subject  to 
Executive  Order  12372,  which  requires 
intergovernmental  consultation  with 
State  and  local  ofTicials.  (See  7  CFR, 
part  3015,  subpart  V). 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

In  accordance  with  section  3507  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  chapter  35],  the  information 
collection  provisions  that  are  included 
in  this  proposed  rule  will  be  submitted 
for  approval  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB).  Your 
written  comments  will  be  considered  if 
you  submit  them  to  the  Oflice  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs. 
OMB,  Attention:  Desk  Officer  for 
APHIS,  Washington,  DC  20503.  You 
should  submit  a  duplicate  copy  of  your 
comments  to:  (1)  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  and  Development,  PPD, 

APHIS,  USDA,  room  804,  Federal 
Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 

Hyattsville,  MD  20782  and  (2)  Clearance 
Officer,  OIRM,  USDA,  room  404-W,  14th 
Street  and  Independence  Avenue.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20250. 

List  of  Subjects  in  9  CFR  Parts  160, 161, 
and  162 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedures.  Veterinarians. 

Accordingly,  we  propose  to  revise 
subchapter  I  of  9  CFR  chapter  1  to  read 
as  follows: 

SUBCHAPTER  I— ACCREDITATION  OF 
VETERINARIANS  AND  SUSPENSION  OR 
REVOCATION  OF  SUCH  ACCREDITATION 

Parts 

160  Definition  of  terms 

161  Requirements  and  standards  for 
accredited  veterinarians  and  suspension 
or  revocation  of  such  accreditation 

162  Rules  of  practice  governing  revocation 
or  suspension  of  veterinarians' 
accreditation 


SUBCHAPTER  I— ACCREDITATION  OF 
VETERINARIANS  AND  SUSPENSION  OR 
REVOCATION  OF  SUCH  ACCREDITATION 

PART  160— DEFINITION  OF  TERMS 

i  160.1  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subchapter 
the  following  words,  phrases,  names 
and  terms  shall  be  construed, 
respectively,  to  mean: 

Accredited  Veterinarian.'^  A 
veterinarian  approved  by  the 
Administrator  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  part  161  of  this  subchapter 
to  perform  functions  specified  in 
subchapters  B,C,  and  D  of  this  chapter. 

Administrator.  The  Administrator  of 
the  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  or  any  individual  authorized  to 
act  for  the  Adminsitrator. 

Animal,  animals.  All  animals  except 
human,  including  but  not  limited  to 
cattle,  sheep,  goats,  other  ruminants, 
swine,  horses,  asses,  mules,  zebras, 
dogs,  birds,  and  poultry. 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service.  The  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

APHIS.  The  animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service. 

Authorized  assistant  An  individual 
who  is  an  employee,  agent,  or  business 
partner  of  an  accredited  veterinarian, 
who  is  authorized  by  the  accredited 
veterinarian  to  perform  specified  duties 
or  have  access  to  specified  materials 
assocated  with  the  performance  of  the 
accredited  veterinarian's  work,  and  who 
is  named  in  a  written  delegation  of 
authority  signed  by  the  accredited 
veterinarian  and  on  file  with  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  of  each  State  in 
which  the  assistant  is  authorized  to 
perform  such  duties. 

Examine,  examination.  Physical  study 
of  an  animal  that  enable  an  accredited 
veterinarian  to  determine  if  any 
abnormality  in  physical  condition  or 
bodily  function  is  the  result  of  a 
communicable  disease. 

Inspect  inspection.  Visual  study  of 
the  physical  appearance,  physical 
condition,  and  behavior  of  animals 
(singly  or  in  groups)  that  enables  an 
accredited  veterinarian  to  determine 
whether  any  abnormality  in  physical 
condition  or  bodily  function  is  evident 


■  The  provisions  of  subchapters  B.  C,  and  D  of 
this  chapter  authorise  Federal  and  State 
veterinarians  and  accredited  veterinarians  to 
perform  specified  functions.  FuH-time  Federal 
(including  military)  and  State  employed 
veterinarians  are  authorized  to  perform  such 
functions,  pursuant  to  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Administrator  or  cooperative  agreements  without 
specific  accreditation  under  the  provisions  of  this 
subchapter. 
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Official  certificate,  form,  record, 
report,  tag,  band,  or  other  identification. 
Means  any  certificate,  form,  record, 
report,  tag,  band,  or  other  identification, 
prescribed  by  statute  or  by  regulations 
issued  by  the  Administrator,  for  use  by 
an  accredited  veterinarian  performing 
official  functions  under  this  subchapter. 

State.  Any  State,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  Guam,  the 
Ndrthem  Mariana  Islands,  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States,  and  any 
other  territory  or  possession  of  the 
United  States. 

State  Animal  Health  Official.  The 
State  animal  health  official  who  is 
responsible  for  the  livestock  and  poultry 
disease  control  and  eradication 
programs  of  a  State. 

Veterinarian-in-Charge.  The 
verterinary  official  of  APHIS  who  is 
assigned  by  the  Administrator  to 
supervise  and  perform  the  official  work 
of  APHIS  is  a  State  or  group  of  States. 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  1828;  21  U.S.C.  105. 
111-114. 114a.  114a-l.  115. 118, 120, 121. 125. 
134b,  134f.  612,  and  613;  7  CFR  2.17,  2.51»  and 
371.2(d). 

PART  161— REQUIREMENTS  AND 
STANDARDS  FOR  ACCREDITED 
VETERINARIANS  AND  SUSPENSION 
OR  REVOCATION  OF  SUCH 
ACCCREDITATION 

Sec. 

161.1  Statement  of  purpose;  performance  of 
accredited  duties  in  different  States. 

161.2  Requirements  and  application 
procedures  for  accreditation. 

161.3  Standards  for  acccredited  veterinarian 
duties. 

161.4  Suspension  or  revocation  of  veterinary 
accreditation;  criminal  and  civil 
penalties. 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  1828;  21  U.S.C.  105, 
111-114. 114a.  114a-l.  115, 116, 120, 121. 125, 
134b,  134f.  612,  and  613;  7  CFR  2.17,  2.51,  and 
371.2(d). 

§  161.1  Statement  of  purpose; 
performance  of  accredited  duties  In 
different  States. 

(a)  This  subchapter  concerns  a 
program  administered  by  APHIS  to 
accredit  veterinarians  and  thereby 
authorize  them  to  perform,  on  behalf  of 
APHIS,  certain  activities  specified  in 
this  chapter.  This  program  is  intended  to 
ensure  that  an  adequate  number  of 
qualified  veterinarians  are  available  in 
the  United  States  to  perform  such 
activities. 

(b)  If  an  accredited  veterinarian 
wishes  to  perform  accredited  duties  in  a 
State  other  than  the  State  for  which  the 
verterinarian  has  competed  an 
orientation  in  accordance  with 

§  161.2(a)(4),  the  accredited 
veterianarian  shall  so  inform  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  of  the  new  State. 


The  Veterinarian-in-Charge  of  the  new 
State  may  require  the  accredited 
veterinarian  to  complete,  prior  to 
performing  any  accredited  duties  in  the 
new  State,  an  orientation  in  animal 
health  procedures  and  issues  relevant  to 
the  new  State.  The  Veterianarian-in- 
Charge  shall  review  the  content  of  each 
such  orientation  and  shall  approve  its 
use  after  determining  that  it  includes 
adequate  information  about  animal 
health  agencies,  regulatory 
requirements,  administrative 
procedures,  and  animal  disease 
problems  in  the  new  State,  to  prepare  an 
accredited  veterinarian  from  another 
State  to  perform  accredited  duties  in  the 
new  State.  The  Veterinarian-in-Charge 
shall  also  give  the  State  Animal  Health 
Official  of  the  new  State  an  opportunity 
to  review  the  contents  of  the  orientation. 

§  161.2  Requirements  and  application 
procedures  for  accreditating 

(a)  Initial  Accreditation,  A 
veterinarian  may  apply  for  accreditation 
by  completing  an  application  for 
accreditation  on  Form  1-36A. 
“Application  for  Veterinary 
Accreditation,"  including  certification 
that  the  applicant  is  able  to  perform  the 
tasks  listed  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section,  and  submitting  it  to  a 
Veterinarian-in-Charge. 

(1)  Completed  Forms  1-36A  received 
by  a  Veterianarin-in-Charge  shall  be 
reviewed  by  the  State  Animal  Health 
Official  ^  for  the  State  in  which  the 
veterinarian  wishes  to  perform 
accredited  duties.  Wihin  14  days  after 
receiving  an  application,  a  State  Animal 
Health  Official  shall  either  endorse  the 
application  or  send  a  written  statement 
to  the  Adminisrator  explaining  why  it 
was  not  endorsed;  but  if  the  State 
Animal  Health  Official  fails  to  take  one 
of  these  actions  within  14  days,  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  shall  proceed  to 
review  the  application.  The 
Administrator  will  review  the 
application  and  the  written  statement,  if 
any,  and  determine  whether  the 
applicant  meets  the  requirements  for 
accreditation  contained  in  this  part. 

(2)  The  Administrator  is  hereby 
authorized  to  accredit  a  veterinarian 
when  he  or  she  determines  that: 

(i)  The  veterinarian  is  a  graduate  with 
a  Doctorate  of  Veterinary  Medicine  or 
an  equivalent  degree  (any  degree  that 
qualifies  the  holder  to  be  licensed  by  a 
State  to  practice  veterinary  medicine) 
from  a  college  of  veterinary  medicine; 


'  Endorsement  by  the  State  Animal  Health 
Official  shall  also  indicate  that  the  applicant  is 
licensed  to  practice  veterinary  medicine  in  the  State 
for  which  the  State  Animal  Health  OfTicial  is 
responsible. 


(ii)  The  veterinarian  is  licensed  to 
practice  veterinary  medicine  in  the  State 
in  which  the  veterinarian  wishes  to 
perform  accredited  duties;  and, 

(iii)  The  veterinarian  has  completed 
an  orientation  program  approved  by  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  *  for  the  State  in 
which  the  veterinarian  wishes  to 
practice,  and  upon  completion  of  the 
orientation,  has  signed  a  written 
statement  listing  the  data  and  place  or 
orientation,  the  subjects  covered  in  the 
orientation,  and  any  written  materials 
provided  to  the  veterinarian  at  the 
orientation.  The  orientation  program 
shall  include  the  following  topics. 

(A)  Federal  animal  health  laws, 
regulations,  and  rules; 

(B)  Interstate  movement  requirements 
for  animals; 

(C)  Import  and  export  requirements 
for  animals. 

(D)  USDA  animal  disease  eradication 
and  control  programs; 

(E)  Laboratory  support  in  conforming 
disease  diagnoses; 

(F)  Ethical/Professional 
responsibilities  of  an  accredited 
veterinarian;  and, 

(G)  Animal  health  procedures,  issues, 
and  information  resources  relevant  to 
the  State  in  which  the  veterinarian 
wishes  to  perform  accredited  duties. 

(b)  Reaccreditation.  A  veterinarian 
whose  accreditation  has  been  revoked 
may  apply  for  reaccreditation  when  the 
revocation  has  been  in  effect  for  not  less 
than  two  years  by  completing  an 
application  for  reaccreditation  on  Form 
1-36A,  “Application  for  Veterinary 
Accreditation”,  and  submitting  it  to  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  of  the  State  or 
area  where  he  or  she  wishes  to  perform 
accredited  work. 

(1)  Completed  Forms  1-36A  received 
by  a  Veterinarian-in-Charge  shall  be 
reviewed  by  the  State  Animal  Health 
Official  *  for  the  State  in  which  the 
veterinarian  wishes  to  perform 
accredited  duties.  Within  14  days  after 
receiving  an  application,  a  State  Animal 
Health  Official  shall  either  endorse  the 
application  or  send  a  written  statement 
to  the  Administrator  explaining  why  it 
was  not  endorsed;  but  if  the  State 
Animal  Health  Official  fails  to  take  one 
of  these  actions  within  14  days,  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  shall  proceed  to 
review  the  application.  The 
Administrator  will  review  the 


*  The  State  Animal  Health  OfTicial  shall  be  given 
an  opportunity  to  review  the  content  of  orientation 
programs. 

’  Endorsement  by  the  State  Animal  Health 
Official  shall  also  indicate  that  the  applicant  is 
licensed  to  practice  veterinary  medicine  in  the  State 
for  which  the  State  Animal  Health  Official  is 
responsible. 
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application  and  the  written  atatement,  if 
any.  and  determine  whether  the 
applicant  meets  the  requirements  for 
reaccreditation  contained  in  this  part. 

(2)  The  Administrator  is  hereby 
ai^orized  to  reaccredit  a  veterinarian 
when  he  or  she  determines  that: 

(i)  The  veterinarian  is  licensed  to 
practice  veterinary  medicine  in  the  State 
in  which  the  veterinarian  wishes  to 
perform  accredited  duties; 

(ii)  The  veterinarian  has  completed  a 
reaccreditation  orientation  program 
approved  by  the  Veterinarian-in> 

Charge  for  the  State  in  which  the 
veterinarian  wishes  to  practice,  and 
upon  completion  of  the  orientation,  has 
signed  a  written  statement  listing  the 
date  and  place  of  orientation,  the 
subjects  covered  in  the  orientation,  and 
any  written  materials  provided  to  the 
veterinarian  at  the  orientation.  The 
orientation  program  shall  include  topics 
addressing  the  subject  areas  which  led 
to  loss  of  accreditation  for  the  applicant, 
and  subject  areas  which  have  changed 
since  the  applicant  lost  accreditation:  * 
and, 

(iii)  The  professional  integrity  and 
reputation  of  the  applicant  support  a 
conclusion  that  the  applicant  will 
faithfully  fulfill  the  duties  of  an 
accredited  veterinarian  in  the  future.  In 
making  this  conclusion,  the 
Administrator  shall  consider. 

(A)  Criminal  conviction  records 
adversely  reflecting  on  the  honesty  or 
integrity  of  the  applicant  with  regard  to 
the  performance  or  nonperformance  of 
veterinary  medical  duties; 

(B)  Official  records  of  tl^  applicant’s 
actions  participating  in  Federal,  State,  or 
local  veterinary  programs; 

(C)  Judicial  determinations  in  civil 
litigation  adversely  reflecting  on  the 
integrity  of  the  applicant;  and 

(D)  Any  other  evidence  reflecting  on 
the  professional  integrity  and  reputation 
of  the  applicant 

(c)  Reinstatement  after  suspension.  A 
veterinarian  whose  accreditation  has 
been  suspended  (other  than  a  summary 
suspension  that  is  changed  to  a 
revocation  as  the  result  of  an 
adjudicatory  proceeding]  will  be 
automatically  reinstated  as  an 
accredited  veterinarian  upon  completion 
of  the  suspension. 

(d)  Tasks  which  applicants  for 
accredited  status  must  be  able  to 
perform.  Applicants  for  accredited 
status  must  be  able  to: 

(1)  Perform  physical  examinations  of 
individual  animals,  herds,  or  flocks  to 


*  The  Stale  Animat  Health  OfTicial  shall  be  siven 
an  opportunity  to  review  the  content  of 
reaccreditation  orientation  programs. 


determine  whether  they  are  free  from 
communicable  diseases; 

(2)  Recognize  the  common  breeds  of 
livestock  so  as  to  be  able  to  record 
breed  information  on  official  documents: 

(3)  Recognize  brucellosis  tattoos  and 
calfhood  vaccination  tags,  and 
determine  the  State  of  origin  of  eartags, 
to  properly  identify  animals  in  interstate 
commerce: 

(4)  Estimate  the  age  of  livestock  using 
dental  formula; 

(5)  Apply  an  eartag,  tattoo,  backtag, 
and  legband; 

(6)  Certify  the  disease  status  of  a 
poultry  flock  with  regard  to  disease 
caused  by  Salmonella  enteritidis, 
psittacosis,  and  velogenic  viscerotropic 
Newcastle  disease: 

(7)  Properly  complete  certifleates  for 
domestic  and  international  movement  of 
animals; 

(8)  Apply  and  remove  official  seals; 

(9)  Perform  a  necropsy  on  livestock; 

(10)  Recognize  signs  and  lesions  of 
exotic  animal  diseases; 

(11)  Plan  a  disease  control  strategy  for 
a  livestock  unit; 

(12)  Vaccinate  for  brucellosis  and  fill 
out  the  vaccination  certifleate; 

(13)  Draw  and  ship  blood  for  testing; 

(14)  Perform  a  caudal  fold  test  for 
tuberculosis; 

(15)  Develop  appropriate  cleaning  and 
disinfection  plans  to  control 
communicable  livestock  disease  spread; 
and 

(16)  Explain  basic  principles  for 
control  of  diseases  for  which  APHIS 
programs  exist,  such  as  brucellosis, 
pseudorabies,  and  tuberculosis. 

(Approved  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
But^et  under  control  number  0579-0032) 

s  161.3  Standards  for  accreettted 
vatarinarlan  dudes. 

An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
perfonn  the  functions  of  accredited 
veterinarian  only  in  a  State  in  which  the 
accredited  veterinarian  is  licensed.  An 
authorized  assistant  may  be  authorized 
to  perform  specifled  duties  or  have 
access  to  specifled  materials  associated 
with  the  performance  of  an  accredited 
veterinarian's  woric,  if  the  authorized 
assistant  is  named  in  a  written 
delegation  of  authority  signed  by  the 
accreted  veterinarian  and  on  file  with 
the  Veterinarian-in-Charge.  The  .  ^ 
delegation  of  authority  shall  also  specify 
duties  the  authorized  assistant  is 
authorized  to  perform  and  materials 
associated  with  the  performance  of  the 
accredited  veterinarian’s  work  to  which 
the  authorized  assistant  is  allowed 
access.  The  delegation  of  authority  may 
also  authorize  an  authorized  assistant  to 
sign  documents  for  the  accredited 
veterinarian,  using  the  format  "signed 


for  (name  of  accredited  veterinarian)  by 
(name  of  authorized  assistant).”  The 
accredited  veterinarian  will  be 
responsible  for  the  accuracy  and 
completeness  of  all  tests  of  activities 
performed  by  their  authorized  assistant, 
including  the  accuracy  and 
completeness  of  the  information  on  any 
official  certifleate,  form,  record  or  report 
signed  by  the  authorized  assistant.  An 
accredited  veterinarian  shall  perfonn 
the  functions  of  an  accredited 
veterinarian  and  carry  out  all 
responsiblities  under  the  applicable 
Federal  programs  and  cooperative 
programs  subject  to  direction  provided 
by  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge  and  in 
accordance  with  any  regulations  and 
instructions  issued  to  the  accredited 
veterinarian  by  the  Veterhiarian-in- 
Charge,  and  shall  observe  the  following 
specific  standards: 

(a)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
not  issue  or  sign  a  certificate,  form, 
record  or  reptnl  which  reflects  the  result 
of  any  inspection,  test,  vaccination  or 
treatment  performed  by  him  or  her,  with 
respect  to  any  animal,  unless  he  or  she, 
within  24  hours  prior  to  such  signing, 
has  personally  observed  each  animnl  in 
a  location  that  allows  the  accredited 
veterinarian  sufficient  space  to  observe 
the  animal  in  such  a  manner  as  to  detect 
abnormalities  related  to  areas  such  as, 
but  not  limited  to.  locomotion,  body 
excretion,  respiration,  and  skin 
conditions.  An  accredited  veterinarian 
shall  examine  each  animal  showing 
abnormalities,  in  order  to  determine 
whether  or  not  there  is  visible  evidence 
of  the  presence  or  absence  of  a 
communicable  disease. 

(b)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
no4  issue  m'  sign  any  certificate,  form, 
record  or  report  to  be  used  until,  and 
unless,  it  has  been  accurately  and  fully 
completed,  clearly  identifying  the 
animals  to  which  it  applies,  and  showing 
the  dates  and  results  of  any  inspection, 
test,  or  vaccination  the  accredited 
veterinarian  has  conducted,  except  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 
The  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
distribute  copies  of  certifleates,  forms, 
records  and  reports,  according  to 
instructions  issued  to  instruction  issued 
to  him  or  her  by  the  Veterinarian-in- 
Charge. 

(c)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
not  issue  or  sign  any  certifleate,  form, 
record  or  report  which  reflects  the 
results  of  any  inspection,  test 
vaccination,  or  treatment  performed  by 
another  accredited  veterinarian,  unless: 

(1)  The  signing  accredited  veterinarian 
has  exercised  reasonable  care,  that  is.  a 
standard  of  care  that  a  reasonable 
prudent  person  would  use  under  the 
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circumstances  in  the  course  of 
performing  professional  duties,  to 
determine  that  the  certificate,  form,  or 
report  is  accurate; 

(2)  The  certificate,  form  or  report 
indicates  that  the  inspection,  test, 
vaccination,  or  treatment  was  performed 
by  the  other  accredited  veterinarian; 
identifies  the  other  veterinarian  by 
name;  and  includes  the  date  and  Ae 
place  where  such  inspection,  test,  or 
vaccination  was  performed;  and, 

(3)  For  a  certificate,  form,  or  report 
indicating  results  of  a  laboratory  test, 
the  signing  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
keep  a  copy  of  the  certificate,  form,  or 
report  and  shall  attached  to  it  either  a 
copy  of  the  test  results  issued  by  the 
laboratory,  or  a  written  record 
(including  date  and  participant’s  names) 
of  a  conversation  between  the  signing 
accredited  veterinarian  and  the 
laboratory  confirming  the  test  results. 

(d)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
perform  official  tests,  inspections, 
treatments,  and  vaccinations  and  shall 
submit  specimens  to  designated 
laboratories  in  accordance  with  Federal 
and  State  regulations  and  instructions 
issued  to  the  accredited  veterinarian  by 
the  Veterin£unan-in-Charge. 

(e)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
identify  or  supervise  the  identification  of 
reactor  animals  by  tagging  or  such  other 
method  as  may  be  prescribed  in 
instructions  issued  to  him  or  her  by  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge. 

(f)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
immediately  report  to  the  Veterinarian- 
in-Charge  all  diagnosed  or  suspected 
cases  of  a  communicable  animal  disease 
for  which  APHIS  has  a  control  or 
eradication  program  in  9  CHI  chapter  I, 
and  all  diagnosed  or  suspected  cases  of 
any  animal  disease  not  luiown  to  exist 
in  the  United  States  as  provided  by 

§  71.3(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(g)  While  performing  accredited  work, 
an  accredited  veterinarian  shall  take 
such  measures  of  sanitation  as  are 
necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
communicable  diseases  of  animals  by 
the  accredited  veterinarian. 

(h)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
keep  himself  or  herself  currently 
informed  on  Federal  and  State 
regulations  that  are  provided  to  him  or 
her  by  the  Veterinarian-in-Charge,  or  by 
the  State  official  through  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge,  governing  the 
movement  of  animals,  and  on 
procedures  applicable  to  disease  control 
and  eradication  programs,  including 
emergency  programs. 

(i)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
not  use  or  dispense  in  any  manner,  any 
pharmaceutical,  chemical,  vaccine  or 
serum,  or  other  biological  product 
authorized  for  use  under  any  Federal 


regulation  or  cooperative  disease 
eradication  program,  in  contravention  of 
any  Federal  and  State  statute  or 
relation,  or  instruction  issued  to  the 
accredited  veterinarian  by  the 
Veterinarian-in-Chaige. 

(j)  An  accredited  veterinarian  shall  be 
responsible  for  the  security  and  proper 
use  of  all  official  certificates,  forms, 
records,  reports,  tags,  bands,  or  other 
identification  devices  used  in  his  or  her 
work  as  an  accredited  veterinarian  and 
shall  take  reasonable  care  to  prevent 
misuse  thereof.  An  accredited 
veterinarian  shall  immediately  report  to 
the  Veterinarian-in-Charge.  the  loss, 
theft,  or  deliberate  an  accidental  misuse 
of  any  such  certificate,  form,  record, 
report  tag,  band,  or  other  identification 
devices. 

(k)  An  accredited  veterinarian  may 
issue  or  sign  an  original  health 
certificate  for  export  use  pursuant  to 
part  91  of  this  Chapter  without  including 
tests  results  fi'om  a  laboratory,  if  a 
Veterinary  Services  veterinarian  has 
determined  that  action  is  necessary  to 
save  time  in  order  to  meet  an 
exportation  schedule  and  agrees  to  add 
the  tests  to  the  certificate  at  a  later  time. 
In  such  cases,  the  accredited 
veterinarian  shall  state  on  the  certificate 
that  such  test  results  are  to  be  added  by 
the  Veterinary  Services  veterinarian  and 
shall  state  on  the  certificate  the  name  of 
the  Veterinary  Services  veterinarian. 

S  161.4  Suspension  or  revocation  of 
veterinary  accreditation;  criminal  and  civil 
penalties. 

(a)  The  Administrator  is  authorized  to 
suspend  for  a  given  period  of  time,  or  to 
revoke,  the  accreditation  of  a 
veterinarian  when  he  or  she  determines 
that  the  accredited  veterinarian  has  not 
complied  with  the  “Standards  for 
Accredited  Veterinarians”  as  set  forth  in 
S  161.3,  or,  in  lieu  thereof,  to  issue  a 
written  notice  of  warning  to- the 
accredited  veterinarian  when  the 
Administrator  determines  a  notice  of 
warning  will  be  adequate  to  attain 
compliance  with  the  Standards. 

(b)  Accreditation  shall  be 
automatically  terminated  when  an 
accredited  veterinarian  is  not  licensed 
to  practice  veterinary  medicine  in  at 
least  one  State. 

(c)  Accreditation  shall  be 
automatically  revoked  when  an 
accredited  veterinarian  is  convicted  for 
a  crime  in  either  State  or  Federal  court, 
if  such  conviction  is  based  on  the 
performance  or  nonperformance  of  any 
act  required  of  him  or  her  in  his  capacity 
as  an  accredited  veterinarian.- 

(d)  Any  accredited  veterinarian  who 
knowingly  issues  or  signs  a  false, 
incorrect,  or  mislabeled  animal  health  or 


inspection  certificate,  blood  sample, 
official  brucellosis  vaccination 
certificate,  or  official  tuberculin  test 
certificate  in  accordance  with  this 
chapter,  shall  be  subject  to  such  civil 
penalties  and  such  criminal  liabilities  as 
are  provided  by  18  U.S.C.1001.  21  U.S.C 
117, 122, 127,  and  134e,  or  other 
applicable  Federal  statutes.  Such  action 
may  be  in  addition  to,  or  in  lieu  Of, 
suspension  or  revocation  of  accredited 
veterinarian  status  in  accordance  with 
S  161.4  of  this  chapter. 

PART  162— RULES  OF  PRACTICE 
GOVERNING  REVOCATION  OR 
SUSPENSION  OF  VETERINARIANS’ 
ACCREDITATION 

Subpart  A— General 

162.1  Scope  and  applicability  of  rules  of 
practice. 

Subpart  B— Supplementai  Rules  of  Practice 

162.10  Summary  suspension  of  accreditation 
of  veterinarian. 

162.11  Notification. 

162.12  Informal  conference. 

162.13  Formal  complaint. 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  1828;  21  U.S.C.  105, 

111-114, 114a,  114a-l,  115, 116, 12a  121. 125, 
134b.  134f.  612,  and  613;  7  CFR  2.17, 2.51,  and 
3n.2(d). 

Subpart  A— General 

§  162.1  Scope  and  applicability  of  rules  of 
practice. 

The  Uniform  Rules  of  Practice  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  promulgated 
in  subpart  H  of  part  1,  subtitle  A,  title  7, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  are  the 
Rules  of  Practice  applicable  to 
adjudicatory,  administrative 
proceedings  for  the  revocation  or 
suspension  of  accreditation  of 
veterinarians  (9  CFR  parts  160  and  161). 
In  addition,  the  Supplemental  Rules  of 
Practice  set  forth  in  Subpart  B  of  this 
part  shall  be  applicable  to  such 
proceedings. 

Subpart  B— Supplemental  Rules  of 
Practice 

§  162.10  Sununary  suspension  of 
accreditation  of  veterinarians. 

In  any  situation  where  the 
Administrator  has  reason  to  believe  that 
any  veterinarian  accredited  under  the 
provisions  of  9  CFR  parts  160  and  161 
has  not  complied  with  the  “Standards 
for  Accredited  Veterinarians”  set  forth 
in  S  161.3  of  this  chapter,  and  deems 
such  action  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  the  introduction  into  the  United 
States  or  the  spread  fi'om  one  State  to 
another  of  a  contagious,  infectious,  or 
communicable  disease  of  animals,  or  to 
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insure  that  animals  intended  or  offered 
for  export  to  foreign  countries  are  free 
from  disease,  the  Administrator  may 
suspend  the  accreditation  of  such 
veterinarian  pending  final  determination 
in  the  proceeding,  effective  upon  oral  or 
written  notification,  whichever  is 
earlier.  In  the  event  of  oral  notification, 
a  written  confirmation  thereof  shall  be 
given  to  such  veterinarian  pursuant  to 
§  1.147(b)  of  the  Uniform  Rules  of 
Practice  (7  CFR  1.147(b))  as  promptly  as 
circumstances  permit.  Such  suspension 
shall  have  no  relevance  with  respect  to 
the  final  determination  in  the 
proceeding. 

§162.11  Notification. 

The  Veterinarian-in-Charge  shall 
notify  an  accredited  veterinarian  when 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the 
accredited  veterinarian  has  not 
complied  with  the  "Standards  for 
Accredited  Veterinarians"  as  contained 
in  §  161.3  of  this  chapter.  The 
notification  shall  be  in  writing,  with  a 
copy  to  the  State  Animal  Health 
Official,  and  shall  include  a  statement  of 
the  basis  for  the  belief  that  the 
accredited  veterinarian  has  failed  to 
comply  with  the  standards  and  shall 
notify  the  accredited  veterinarian  if  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  has  arranged  to 
hold  an  informal  conference  to  discuss 
the  matter, 

§  162.12  Informal  conference. 

(a)  The  Veterinarian-in-Charge,  in 
consultation  with  the  State  Animal 
Health  Official  and  the  accredited 
veterinarian,  shall  designate  the  time 
and  place  for  the  holding  of  an  informal 
conference  to  review  the  matter,  unless 
the  Veterinarian-in-Charge  determines 
that  an  informal  conference  is  not 
appropriate.  An  informal  conference  is 
not  appropriate  only  in  the  Veterinarian- 
in-Charge  decides  to  dismiss  the  case 
based  on  available  facts,  or  if  civil  or 
criminal  charges  based  on  the  actions  or 
inactions  believed  to  be  in  violation  of 
the  “Standards  for  Accredited 
Veterinarians”  contained  in  §  161.3  of 
this  chapter  are  pending  against  the 
accredited  veterinarian.  An  informal 
conference  shall  include  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  or  his  or  her 
representative,  the  accredited 
veterinarian,  and  any  other  persons  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  requests  to 
attend  due  to  their  involvement  in  or 
knowledge  of  the  possible  violation.  The 
State  Animal  Health  OfHcial  will  be 
invited  to  attend  each  informal 
conference  held  regarding  activities  in 
his  or  her  State.  At  the  discretion  of  the 


Veterinarian-in-Charge,  informal 
conferences  may  be  held  by  telephone. 

(b)  Prior  to,  during,  or  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  informal  conference, 
the  Veterinarian-in-Charge  may  issue  a 
written  warning  to  the  accredited 
veterinarian  without  further  procedure 
after  determining  that  a  warning  with 
appropriate  instructions  will  be 
adequate  to  attain  compliance  with  the 
standards. 

(c)  If  prior  to.  during,  or  at  the 
conclusion  of,  the  informal  conference, 
the  accredited  veterinarian  consents,  in 
writing,  to  the  issuance  of  an  order 
revoking  or  suspending  his  or  her 
accreditation  for  a  specified  period  of 
time,  in  lieu  of  further  procedure,  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  may  issue  such  a 
consent  order  without  further  procedure. 

(d)  If  prior  to.  during,  or  after  the 
informal  conference,  but  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  a  formal  compliant,  the 
accredited  veterinarian  is  found  not  to 
have  violated  the  regulations,  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  will  issue  a 
letter  dismissing  the  case,  and  provide  a 
copy  of  the  letter  to  the  accredited 
veterinarian  and  to  the  State  Animal 
Health  Official.  Prior  to,  during,  or  after 
the  informal  conference,  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  may  issue  a 
letter  identifying  actions  of  the 
accredited  veterinarian  that  were  minor 
violations  of  the  standards,  instructing 
the  accredited  veterinarian  in  proper 
procedures,  and  admonishing  the 
accredited  veterinarian  to  use  greater 
care  in  performing  these  procedures  in 
the  future.  Issuance  of  three  or  more 
letters  of  dismissal  citing  incidents  of 
minor  violations  by  an  accredited 
veterinarian  may  be  cause  for  more 
severe  action  under  this  section  and 

§  161.4. 

§  162.13  Formal  complaint 

If  a  consent  order  has  not  been  issued, 
or  if,  after  an  informal  conference,  the 
Veterinarian-in-Charge  has  not  issued  a 
letter  of  dismissal  or  letter  of  warning  to 
the  accredited  veterinarian,  a  formal 
complaint  may  be  issued  by  the 
Administrator  in  accordance  with 
§  1.135  of  the  Uniform  Rules  of  Practice 
(7  CFR  1.135). 

Done  in  Washington,  DC,  this  1st  day  of 
June,  1992. 

Robert  Melland, 

Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13068  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  3410-34-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  100 

Revision  of  Appendix  A 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  staff  will  meet  with  the 
staff  of  the  Nuclear  Management  and 
Resources  Council  (NUMARC)  and 
other  industry  representatives  to  discuss 
the  revision  of  Appendix  A,  "Seismic 
and  Geologic  Siting  Criteria  for  Nuclear 
Power  Plants,”  to  10  CFR  part  100. 

DATES:  June  17, 1992, 1  p.m. 

ADDRESSES:  11555  Rockville  Pike,  Room: 
1F7/9,  Rockville,  Maryland. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Andrew  J.  Murphy,  Chief,  Structural 
and  Seismic  Engineering  Branch.  Office 
of  Nuclear  Regulatory  Research,  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20555.  Telephone:  (301)  492-3860. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Appendix  A  to  10  CFR  part  100 
describes  the  seismic  and  geologic  siting 
and  earthquake  engineering  criteria  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  Because  of  the 
advances  in  the  state-of-the-art  since  the 
publication  of  the  regulation  (effective 
December  13, 1973),  a  need  for  the 
revision  has  been  established.  Staff 
progress  in  the  revision  of  appendix  A  to 
10  CFR  part  100  has  been  discussed  in 
public  meetings  with  NUMARC  and 
other  industry  representatives  on 
February  4, 1992  and  April  23, 1992,  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  Subcommittee  on  Extreme 
External  Phenomena  on  February  5, 1992 
and  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  Full  Committee  on  February 
7. 1992. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  meet 
with  NUMARC  and  other  industry 
representatives  to  discuss  industry 
recommended  alternatives  to  the  draft  - 
proposed  revision  of  appendix  A  to  10 
CFR  part  100  that  was  placed  in  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room  at  2120  L 
Street  NW.  (Lower  Level),  Washington, 
DC  (Memorandum  from  Lawrence  C. 
Shao  to  Raymond  F.  Fraley,  dated 
January  21, 1992,  Subject:  Revision  of 
appendix  A  to  10  CFR  part  100 — 
Geological  and  Seismological  Siting 
Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants).  No 
specific  agenda  is  being  proposed. 
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Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  28  day 
of  May,  1992,  for  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

Lawrence  C.  Shao, 

Director,  Division  of  Engineering,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13062  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] . 
BILUNQ  CODE  7590-«1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NM-85-AO] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  757  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). _ 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  the 
supersedure  of  an  existing  airworthiness 
directive  (AO),  applicable  to  certain 
Boeing  Model  757  series  airplanes,  that 
currently  requires  visual  inspections  of 
the  internal  and  external  splines  of  the 
trailing  edge  flap  drive  torque  tube 
coupling  assembly  for  excessive  wear, 
and  replacement  of  the  coupling,  if 
necessary.  That  action  was  prompted  by 
reports  of  excessive  wear  on  the  aft  end 
of  the  trailing  edge  flap  drive  torque 
tube  coupling.  This  action  would  add  an 
optional  mod^Hcation  that,  if  installed, 
would  constitute  terminating  action  for 
the  existing  inspection  requirements. 

The  actions  specified  by  the  proposed 
AO  are  intended  to  prevent  damage 
caused  by  skewed  flaps  resulting  from 
excessive  wear  of  the  splines  of  the 
trailing  edge  flap  drive  torque  tube 
coupling. 

DATES:  Conunents  must  be  received  by 
July  13, 1992. 

addresses:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM-85- 
AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 

Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 
Comments  may  be  inspected  at  this 
location  between  9  a.m.  and  3  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  Federal 
holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Boeing  Commercial  Airplane  Group, 

P.O.  Box  3707,  Seattle,  Washington 
98124.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lhid  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Carrie  Sumner,  Seattle  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  Airframe  Branch, 
ANM-120S,  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056; 
telephone  (206)  227-2778;  fax  (206)  227- 
1181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  argiunents  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
speciHed  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  speciHed  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  changed  in  light  of 
the  conunents  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-85-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-NM-85-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

On  April  4, 1990,  the  FAA  issued  AD 
90-08-16,  Amendment  39-6574  (55  FR 
13755,  April  12, 1990),  to  require  visual 
inspections  of  the  internal  and  external 
splines  of  the  trailing  edge  flap  drive 
torque  tube  coupling  assembly  ior 
excessive  wear,  and  replacement  of  the 
coupling,  if  necessary.  That  action  was 
prompted  by  reports  of  excessive  wear 
on  the  aft  end  of  the  trailing  edge  flap 
drive  torque  tube  coupling.  The 
requirements  of  that  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  damage  caused  by  skewed  flaps 


resulting  from  excessive  wear  of  the 
splines  of  the  trailing  edge  flap  drive 
torque  tube  coupling. 

Since  the  issuance  of  that  AD,  the 
manufacturer  has  developed  a 
modification  that,  once  installed,  would 
eliminate  the  need  for  the  inspection 
requirements  of  the  existing  rule. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  757-27-0099, 
dated  March  12, 1992,  that  describes 
procedures  for  removing  two  of  the 
currently  installed  torque  tube 
assemblies  for  the  trailing  edge  flaps 
and  replacing  them  with  improved 
torque  tube  assemblies  part  number 
251N4281-20  (one  on  each  wing).  The 
service  bulletin  also  describes 
procedures  for  installing  a  sealant  plug 
in  the  shafts  of  the  four  gear  boxes. 
Installation  of  the  improved  torque  tube 
assembly  and  sealant  plug  eliminates 
the  need  for  repetitive  inspections  of  the 
assemblies.  The  efiectivity  listing  of  the 
service  bulletin  is  limited  to  certain 
airplanes  having  specific  line  numbers; 
aiiplanes  not  included  in  this  listing 
were  modified  in  production  to  include 
the  improved  torque  tube  assemblies 
and  sealant  plugs. 

The  FAA  has  also  reviewed  and 
approved  Boeing  Service  Letter  757-SL- 
27-52-B,  dated  April  30, 1990,  which 
describes  procedures  for  visual 
inspection  of  the  trailing  edge  flap  drive 
torque  tube  coupling  for  excessive  wear, 
and  replacement  of  the  coupling,  if 
necessary.  This  revision  contains 
essentially  the  identical  information  as 
contained  in  Revision  A  of  this  service 
letter  (cited  incorrectly  as  Revision  1  in 
the  superseded  rule),  but  includes  new 
information  about  AD  90-08-16. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  products  of  this  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  AD  would 
supersede  AD  90-08-16  to  continue  the 
requirement  for  inspections  of  the  torque 
tube  coupling  assembly,  but  would  add 
an  optional  modification  (consisting  of 
the  installation  of  improved  torque  tube 
assemblies  and  sealant  plugs)  that,  if 
installed,  would  constitute  terminating 
action  for  the  inspections.  The  optional 
terminating  action  would  be  required  to 
be  accomplished  in  accordance  with  the 
Boeing  service  bulletin  described 
previously. 

The  applicability  of  the  proposed  rule 
has  been  revised  to  exclude  those 
airplanes  on  which  the  terminating 
modification  was  previously  installed 
during  production. 

The  new  revision  of  the  Boeing 
service  letter,  described  above,  is  cited 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  proposal  as  an 
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additional  source  of  appropriate  service 
information. 

There  are  approximately  431  Boeing 
Model  757  series  airplanes  of  the 
affected  design  in  the  worldwide  fleet. 
The  FAA  estimates  that  279  airplanes  of 
U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD.  The  (currently  required) 
inspections  necessitate  1.5  work  hours 
to  accomplish,  at  an  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Based  on  these 
figures  the  total  cost  impact  of  the 
currently  required  inspections  on  U.S. 
operators  is  $23,018. 

Should  an  operator  elect  to  install  the 
optional  terminating  modification,  it 
would  take  approximately  9  work  hours 
per  airplane  to  accomplish,  at  an 
average  labor  rate  of  ^5  per  work  hour. 
ModiHcation  parts  would  cost 
approximately  $1,486  per  airplane. 

Based  on  these  figures,  the  total  cost 
associated  with  installation  of  the 
proposed  optional  terminating 
modification  is  estimated  to  be  $1,981 
per  airplane. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

'  For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  February  . 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft.  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 


PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  106(g):  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
removing  amendment  39-6574  (55  FR 
13755,  April  12, 1990),  and  by  adding  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD),  to 
read  as  follows: 

Boeing:  Docket  92-NM-85-AD.  Supersedes 
AD  90-08-16,  Amendment  39-6574. 

Applicability;  Model  757  series  airplanes; 
line  numbers  1  through  411,  inclusive,  and  413 
through  432,  inclusive;  certificated  in  any 
category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  ^damage  caused  by  skewed 
flaps  resulting  from  excessive  wear  of  the 
splines  of  the  trailing  edge  flap  drive  torque 
tube  coupling,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  2,000  flight 
cycles,  or  within  the  next  200  flight  cycles 
after  April  30, 1990,  (the  effective  date  of  AD 
90-08-16),  whichever  occurs  later,  and 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  2,000 
flight  cycles,  perform  an  inspection  of  the 
torque  tube  coupling  splines,  in  accordance 
with  Boeing  Service  Letter  757-SL-27-52. 
dated  )anuary  31, 1990;  or  Boeing  Service 
Letter  757-SL-27-52-A  (Revision  1).  dated 
March  21, 1990:  or  Boeing  Service  Letter  757- 
SL-27-52-B.  dated  April  30. 1990. 

(1)  If  the  measurement  over  the  pin,  as 
detailed  in  the  service  letter,  is  less  than 
1.8605  inches  but  equal  to  or  greater  than 
1.8533  inches,  repeat  the  inspection  prior  to 
the  accumulation  of  1,000  additional  flight 
cycles. 

(2)  If  the  measurement  over  the  pin,  as 
detailed  in  the  service  letter,  is  less  than 
1.8533  inches,  replace  the  coupling  prior  to 
further  flight,  in  accordance  with  the  service 
letters. 

(b)  Replacement  of  the  torque  tube 
assemblies  edge  flaps  with  improved  torque 
tube  assemblies,  part  number  251N4281-20 
(one  on  each  wing),  and  installation  of  a 
sealant  plug  in  the  shafts  of  the  four 
gearboxes,  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  757-27-0099.  dated  March  12, 1992, 
constitutes  terminating  action  for  the 
inspections  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager. 
Seattle  Aircraft  Certification  Office  (AGO), 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The 
request  shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA 
Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may 
concur  or  comment  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  Seattle  AGO. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  airworthiness  directive, 
if  any.  may  be  obtained  from  the  Seattle 
AGO. 


(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  May  12, 
1992. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager.  Transpart  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  92-13046  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NM-64-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  British 
Aerospace  Model  BAe  125-600A, 
-700A,  and  -800A  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to 
certain  British  Aerospace  Model  BAe 
125-600A.  -700A,  and  -800A  series 
airplanes.  This  proposal  would  require 
modification  of  the  cabin  and  toilet 
fluorescent  lighting  systems.  This 
proposal  is  prompted  by  a  report  that 
faults  in  certain  cabin  and  toilet 
fluorescent  lighting  systems  could  cause 
overheating  of  components  and  wiring. 
The  actions  specified  by  the  proposed 
AD  are  intended  to  prevent  electrical 
arcing,  which  can  result  in  a  fire. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
June  29, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention;  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM-64- 
AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
British  Aerospace,  PLC,  Librarian  for 
Service  Bulletins,  P.O.  Box  17414,  Dulles 
International  Airport,  Washington,  DC 
20041-0414.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Hank  Jenkins,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113, 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
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Washington  98055-4056;  telephone  (206) 
227-2141;  fax  (206)  227-1320. 

SUPPtEMENTARV  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
speciHed  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-64-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-NM-64-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion:  The  United  Kingdom  Civil 
Aviation  Authority  (CAA),  which  is  the 
airworthiness  authority  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  recently  notified  the  FAA  that 
an  unsafe  condition  may  exist  on  certain 
British  Aerospace  Model  BAe  125-600A, 
-700A.  and  -800A  series  airplanes.  The 
CAA  advises  that  there  has  been  a 
report  that  faults  in  certain  cabin  and 
toilet  fluorescent  lighting  systems  could 
cause  overheating  of  components  and 
wiring.  This  condition,  if  not  corrected, 
could  result  in  electrical  arcing,  which 
can  result  in  a  fire. 

British  Aerospace  has  issued  Service 
Bulletin  33-45-25A027A&B.  dated 
December  23, 1991,  which  describes 
procedures  for  modification  of  the  cabin 
and  toilet  fluorescent  lighting  systems. 
This  modification  consists  of  replacing 
the  original  power  units  with  power 


units  having  integral  fault  monitoring 
circuits.  Installation  of  this  modification 
will  provide  protection  against  faults 
that  could  cause  overheating  of 
components  and  wiring.  The  CAA 
classified  this  service  bulletin  as 
mandatory. 

This  airplane  model  is  manufactured 
in  the  United  Kingdom  and  is  type 
certificated  for  operation  in  the  United 
States  under  the  provisions  of  S  21.29  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  and 
the  applicable  bilateral  airworthiness 
agreement.  Pursuant  to  this  bilateral 
airworthiness  agreement,  the  CAA  has 
kept  the  FAA  informed  of  the  situation 
described  above.  The  FAA  has 
examined  the  findings  of  the  CAA, 
reviewed  all  available  information,  and 
determined  that  AD  action  is  necessary 
for  products  of  this  type  design  that  are 
certificated  for  operation  in  the  United 
States. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design  registered  in  the  United 
States,  the  proposed  AD  would  require 
modification  of  the  cabin  and  toilet 
fluorescent  lighting  systems.  The  actions 
would  be  required  to  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  with  the  service  bulletin 
described  previously. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  10  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  20  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Required  parts 
would  cost  approximately  $3,600  per 
airplane.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 
U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be  $47,000. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26. 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 


contained  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft.  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows; 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  49  U.S.C  1354(a),  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  lOe(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

British  Aerospace:  Docket  92-NM-64-AO. 

Applicability:  Model  125-600A,  -700A,  and 
-800A  series  airplanes;  as  listed  in  British 
Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  33-45- 
25A027A&B,  dated  December  23, 1991; 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  electrical  arcing  and  a  resultant 
fire,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  180  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  modify  the  cabin  and  toilet 
fluorescent  lighting  systems,  in  accordance 
with  British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  33- 
45-25A027A&B,  dated  December  23, 1991. 

(b)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager. 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  April  28, 
1992. 

N.B.  Martenson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service, 

(FR  Doc.  92-13048  Filed  6-3-02;  8:45  am) 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NIII-71-AO] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Fokker 
Model  F-28  Mark  0100  Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM).  _ 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to 
certain  Fokker  Model  F-28  Mark  0100 
series  airplanes.  This  proposal  would 
require  reinforcing  the  lower  right-hand 
wing  skin  at  the  fueling  adapter.  This 
proposal  is  prompted  by  results  of 
recent  tests,  whi^  revealed  that  fatigue 
cracks  can  develop  in  the  lower  right- 
hand  wing  skin  at  the  attachment  bolt 
holes  of  the  fueling  adapter.  The  actions 
specified  by  the  proposed  AD  are 
intended  to  prevent  reduced  structural 
capability  of  the  wing  and  fuel  leakage. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  7, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM-ll- 
AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Fokker  Aircraft  USA,  Inc.,  1199  North 
Fairfax  Street,  Alexandria,  Virginia 
22314.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Mark  Quam,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113, 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056:  telephone  (206) 
227-2145:  fax  (206)  227-1320. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 


in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-71-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103.  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-NM-71-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.. 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

The  Rijksluchtvaartdienst  (RLD), 
which  is  the  airworthiness  authority  for 
the  Netherlands,  recently  notified  the 
FAA  that  an  unsafe  condition  may  exist 
on  certain  Fokker  Model  F-28  Mark  0100 
series  airplanes.  The  RLD  advises  that 
results  of  recent  tests  conducted  by  the 
airplane  manufacturer  have  revealed 
that  fatigue  cracks  can  develop  in  the 
lower  right-hand  wing  skin  at  the 
attachment  bolt  holes  of  the  fueling 
adapter.  Fatigue  cracks  in  this  area,  if 
not  detected  and  corrected,  could  lead 
to  reduced  structural  capability  of  the 
wing  and  fuel  leakage. 

Fokker  has  issued  Service  Bulletin 
SBFlOO-57-008.  dated  November  1. 1991. 
which  describes  procedures  for 
reinforcing  the  lower  right-hand  wing 
skin  at  the  fueling  adapter  by  installing 
a  new  stringer  and  new  internal  and 
external  doubler  plates.  The  RLD 
classified  this  service  bulletin  as 
mandatory  and  issued  Netherlands 
Airworthiness  Directive  BLA  No.  91-131 
in  order  to  assure  the  continued 
airworthiness  of  these  airplanes  in  the 
Netherlands. 

This  airplane  model  is  manufactured 
in  the  Netherlands  and  is  type 
certificated  for  operation  in  the  United 
States  under  the  provisions  of  §  21.29  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  and 
the  applicable  bilateral  airworthiness 
agreement  Pursuant  to  this  bilateral 
airworthiness  agreement  the  RLD  has 


kept  the  FAA  informed  of  the  situation 
described  above.  The  FAA  has 
examined  the  findings  of  the  RLD, 
reviewed  all  available  information,  and 
determined  that  AD  action  is  necessary 
for  products  of  this  type  design  that  are 
certificated  for  operation  in  the  United 
States. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design  registered  in  the  United 
States,  the  proposed  AD  would  require 
reinforcing  the  lower  right-hand  wing 
skin  at  the  fueling  adapter.  The  actions 
would  be  required  to  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  with  the  service  bulletin 
described  previously. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  20  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  20  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Required  parts 
would  cost  approximately  $880  per 
airplane.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 
U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be  $39,600. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  ^e”  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule"  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “ADDRESSES." 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft  Aviation 
safety,  ^fety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
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proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows; 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

S  39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Fokken  Docket  92-NM-71-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  F-28  Mark  0100  series 
airplanes;  serial  numbers  11244  through  11287 
inclusive,  11289, 11291, 11292, 11293, 11295, 
11299, 11300, 11303, 11306, 11308,  and  11310; 
certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  reduced  structural  capability  of 
the  wing  and  fuel  leakage,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  12,000 
landings,  or  within  60  days  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AO,  whichever  occiuv  later, 
reinforce  the  lower  right-hand  wing  skin  at 
the  fueling  adapter  by  installing  a  new 
stringer  and  new  internal  and  external 
doubler  plates,  in  accordance  with  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  SBFlOO-57-008,  dated 
November  1, 1991. 

(b)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The  request 
shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  airworthiness  directive, 
if  any,  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  May  7, 
1992. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  92-13047  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  cooe  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  39 
[Docket  No.  91-NM-222-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-10  and  KC-10A 
(Military)  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 


ACTION:  Supplemental  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking;  reopening  of 
comment  period. 

summary:  This  notice  revises  an  earlier 
proposed  airworthiness  directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  McDonnell  Dotiglas  Model 
DC-10  and  KC-lOA  (military)  series 
airplanes,  that  would  have  reduced  the 
repetitive  inspection  intervals  for 
repaired  spar  caps  and  upper  rear  skin 
panels,  and  would  have  expanded  the 
inspection  area.  That  proposal  was 
prompted  by  service  experience  and 
additional  data  presented  by  the 
manufacturer  that  indicated  that  such 
actions  are  necessary  to  ensure  the 
continued  airworthiness  of  these 
airplanes.  This  action  revises  the 
proposed  rule  by  reducing  the 
compliance  time  for  the  initial 
inspection  of  the  expanded  area,  and  by 
providing  an  alternative  method  of 
inspection.  The  actions  specified  by  this 
proposed  AD  are  intended  to  prevent 
loss  of  the  fail-safe  capability  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  6, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  91-NM- 
222-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056.  Comments  may 
be  inspected  at  this  location  between  9 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  1771,  Long  Beach,  California  90846- 
0001,  Attention:  Business  Unit  Manager, 
Technical  Publications — ^Technical 
Administrative  Support,  C1-L5B.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue  SW^  Renton, 
Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Maureen  Moreland,  Aerospace 
Engineer,  Los  Angeles  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  ANM-121L,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  3229 
East  Spring  Street,  Long  Beach, 
California  90806-2425;  telephone  (310) 
988-5238;  fax  (310)  988-5210. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 


specified  above.  All  commiuiications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Do^et 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  91^4M-222-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

^y  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103.  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
91-NM-222-AD.  1801  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

A  proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  add  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD),  applicable 
to  McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-10  and 
KC-lOA  (Military)  series  airplanes,  was 
published  as  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  8, 1992  (57  FR  656). 
That  NPRM  would  have  superseded  AD 
87-06-53  R2.  Amendment  39-6149  (54  FR 
8527,  March  1, 1989),  to  reduce  the 
repetitive  inspection  interval  for  cracked 
spar  caps  fiom  2,000  landings  to  500 
landings,  and  would  have  required  an 
80-fiight  hour  inspection  interval  for 
stop-drilled  cracks  in  the  skin  panels. 
That  NPRM  was  prompted  by  reports 
indicating  that  fatigue  cracks  that  were 
previously  blended  out  in  the  barrel  nut 
holes  of  the  spar  cap  have  cracked 
beyond  the  established  limits.  The 
cracking  occurred  prior  to  the  2,000- 
landing  inspection  interval  required  by 
the  existing  AD.  The  manufacturer  has 
furnished  data  to  substantiate  that  the 
stop-drilling  of  cracks  that  are  within 
specified  li^ts  on  the  skin  panels  is  an 
acceptable  procedure  for  addressing  this 
cracking  problem,  provided  that  the  area 
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is  repetitively  inspected  at  reduced 
inspection  intervals. 

The  proposed  rule  also  would  have 
required  an  initial  inspection  of  the 
inboard-most  end  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  rear  upper  spar  cap  vertical 
tang,  in  accordance  with  the  “bolt  hole" 
method,  stress  coining  of  the  vertical 
tang  attachment  holes,  and  repetitive 
inspections  of  the  vertical  tang  in 
accordance  with  the  “surface  probe” 
method  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  3,500 
landings.  That  action  was  prompted  by 
reports  of  four  instances  of  fatigue 
cracking  found  in  the  inboard-most  end 
of  the  horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar 
upper  cap  vertical  tang.  Such  cracking,  if 
not  corrected,  could  result  in  the  loss  of 
the  fail-safe  capability  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer. 

Since  the  issuance  of  that  NPRM,  the 
FAA  has  determined  (based  on 
comments  received  from  operators  and 
additional  technical  discussions  with 
the  manufacturer)  that  the  option  to  use 
the  “surface  probe"  method  for  the 
initial  eddy  current  inspection  of  the 
vertical  tang,  as  an  alternative  to  the 
“bolt  hole"  inspection  method,  provides 
an  acceptable  level  of  safety. 

Conducting  the  eddy  current  inspection 
of  the  vertical  tang  using  the  “bolt  hole” 
inspection  method  takes  significantly 
more  work  hours  than  the  “surface 
probe"  inspection  method.  This  is  due  to 
the  complexity  of  gaining  access  to  the 
interior  of  the  horizontal  stabilizer  that 
is  required  in  order  to  conduct  the 
inspection  using  the  “bolt  hole” 
inspection  method.  Both  the  “surface 
probe”  and  the  “bolt  hole”  inspection 
methods  are  described  in  McDonnell 
Douglas  Service  Bulletin  A55-18, 
Revision  4,  dated  September  10, 1991. 
The  proposal  has  been  revised  to 
provide  an  option  to  use  the  “surface 
probe"  inspection  method  for  the  initial 
inspection  of  the  vertical  tang. 

The  FAA  has  also  determined  that  in 
order  to  ensure  the  structural  integrity  of 
the  horizontal  stabilizer  rear  upper  spar 
cap,  the  initial  eddy  current  inspection 
of  the  vertical  tang  must  be  expedited.  A 
90-day  compiiance  time  for  the  initial 
eddy  current  inspection  has  been 
established  and  paragraph  (e)  of  the 
proposal  has  been  changed  accordingly. 
This  proposed  compliance  time  was 
established  in  order  to  determine  the 
status  of  the  vertical  tang  on  all  a^ected 
airplanes  within  the  same  set  time 
frame.  Since  the  option  to  use  the 
“surface  probe”  method  for  the  initial 
inspection  has  been  added,  the  90-day 
compliance  time  should  provide  enough 
time  for  operators  to  schedule  the 
required  inspections  and  modifications. 


while  providing  an  acceptable  level  of 
safety. 

Since  these  changes  expand  the  scope 
of  the  originally  proposed  rule,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
reopen  the  comment  period  to  provide 
additional  opportunity  for  public 
comment. 

There  are  approximately  423  Model 
DC-10  series  airplanes  of  the  affected 
design  in  the  worldwide  fleet.  The  FAA 
estimates  that  153  airplanes  of  U.S. 
registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  25  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  Based  on  these 
figures,  the  total  cost  impact  of  the 
proposed  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $210,375  or  $1,375  per 
airplane. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this  proposal 
would  not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule"  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule"  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  “addresses." 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Authority:  49  U.S.C  1354(a).  1421  and  1423; 
49  U.S.C  106lg):  and  14  CFR  11.89. 

§  39.13  [Amendedl 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

McDonnell  Douglas:  Docket  91-NM-222-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  DC-10  and  KC-lOA 
(military)  series  airplanes,  certificated  in  any 
category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  rear  upper  spar  cap  and/or  uppier 
rear  skin  panel  due  to  fatigue  cracking, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  30,000  Right 
hours  or  7,500  landings,  whichever  occurs 
earlier,  or  within  15  days  after  August  14, 

1987  (the  effective  date  of  AD  87-06-53  Rl. 
Amendment  39-5694],  whichever  occurs  later, 
unless  already  accomplished  within  the  last 
120  days  since  August  14, 1987,  conduct  a  dye 
penetrant  or  eddy  current  inspection  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  upper  outer  section  rear 
spar  cap  and  a  visual  inspection  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  upper  outer  rear  skin 
panel,  in  accordance  with  the 
“Accomplishment  Instructions"  of  McDonnell 
Douglas  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A55-18,  dated 
March  23. 1987;  or  Revision  1,  dated  May  21, 
1987;  or  Revision  2,  dated  February  8. 1988;  or 
Revision  3,  dated  August  17, 1990;  or  Revision 
4.  dated  September  10, 1991. 

(b)  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  2,000 
landings  after  accomplishing  the  inspections 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  or 
within  100  landings  after  March  27, 1989  (the 
effective  date  of  AD  87-06-53  R2. 

Amendment  39-6149),  whichever  occurs  later, 
and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  2,000 
landings,  except  as  provided  below,  repeat 
the  dye  penetrant  or  eddy  current  inspection 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD. 

(c)  If  the  spar  cap  has  been  repaired  by 
removing/blending  out  a  crack  in  accordance 
with  the  method  described  in  McDonnell 
Douglas  Service  Bulletin  A55-18,  Revision  4, 
dated  September  10, 1991  (hereafter,  referred 
to  as  the  “Service  Bulletin”),  repeat  the  dye 
penetrant  or  eddy  current  inspection  of  the 
spar  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD 
prior  to  the  accumulation  of  500  landings 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  amendment,  or 
within  2.000  landings  after  the  last  inspection, 
whichever  occurs  first.  Thereafter,  repeat  the 
dye  penetrant  or  eddy  current  inspection  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  500  landings. 

(d)  If  the  skin  panel  has  been  repaired  by 
stop  drilling  a  crack  in  accordance  with  the 
method  described  in  the  Service  Bulletin, 
repeat  the  visual  inspection  of  the  skin  panel 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  prior  to 
the  accumulation  of  80  flight  hours  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  80  Right  hours. 

(e)  Within  90  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  conduct  an  eddy  current 
inspection  of  the  inboard-most  end  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  rear  spar  cap  upper 
vertical  tang  at  station  XRS-63.810,  in 
accordance  with  either  the  “bolt  hole”  or 
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"surface  probe"  method  as  described  in  the 
Service  Bulletin. 

(1)  If  the  “surface  probe”  method  is  used, 
and  no  cracks  are  found,  prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  2,000  landings  after  the 
inspection,  inspect  the  vertical  tang  in 
accordance  with  the  “bolt  hole”  method 
described  in  the  Service  Bulletin.  If  no  cracks 
are  found  as  a  result  of  the  “bolt  hole” 
method,  prior  to  further  flight,  stress  coin  the 
attachment  holes  and  install  oversize 
attachments.  Thereafter,  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  3,500  landings,  conduct  an  eddy 
current  inspection  utilizing  the  “surface 
probe"  method,  in  accordance  with  the 
Service  Bulletin. 

(2)  If  the  “bolt  hole"  method  is  used,  and  no 
cracks  are  found,  prior  to  further  flight,  stress 
coin  the  attachment  holes  and  install  oversize 
attachments.  Thereafter,  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  3,500  landings,  conduct  an  eddy 
current  inspection  utilizing  the  “surface 
probe"  method,  in  accordance  with  the 
Service  Bulletin. 

(f)  If  any  crack  is  found  as  a  result  of  the 
inspections  required  by  this  AD,  that  is 
within  the  limits  specified  in  the  Service 
Bulletin,  accomplish  the  procedures  specified 
in  paragraph  (f)(1).  (f)(2),  or  (f)(3)  of  this  AD, 
as  applicable; 

(1)  For  cracks  in  the  spar  cap  that  are 
within  the  limits  specified  in  Table  I  of  the 
Service  Bulletin;  Repair  prior  to  further  flight, 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  4.(b)  of  the 
Service  Bulletin. 

(2)  For  cracks  in  the  skin  panel  that  are 

within  the  limits  specified  in  Table  II  of  the 
Service  Bulletin;  Repair  prior  to  further  flight, 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  4.(c)  of  the 
Service  Bulletin.  — 

(3)  For  cracks  in  the  vertical  tang. that  are 
within  the  limits  specified  in  paragraphs 
4.3(a)(1),  4.3(a)(2)  and  4.3(b)  of  the  Service 
Bulletin;  Repair  prior  to  further  flight,  in 
accordance  with  4.3(b)  of  the  Service  Bulletin. 

(g)  If  any  crack  is  found  as  a  result  of  the 
inspections  required  by  this  AD  that  exceed 
the  limits  specified  in  the  Service  Bulletin, 
prior  to  further  flight,  repair  in  a  manner 
approved  by  the  Manager,  Los  Angeles 
Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate. 

(h)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compUance  time,  which 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety,  may 
be  used  when  approved  by  the  Manager,  Los 
Angeles  Aircraft  Certification  Office  (ACO), 
FAA.  Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  The 
request  shall  be  forwarded  through  an  FAA 
Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may 
concur  or  comment  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  Los  Angeles  ACO. 

(i)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  May  4, 
1992. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  92-13051  Filed  0-3-92;  8;45  am) 

BUXmG  CODE  4910-13-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
14  CFR  Part  382 

Workshop  on  Lift  Boarding  Devices 
for  Small  Aircraft 

agency:  Department  of  Transportation 
(DOT).  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

ACTION:  Schedule  of  workshop  meeting. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Transportation  gives  notice,  as  required 
by  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  of  the  time  and  location 
of  meeting  of  a  workshop  on  Lift 
Boarding  Devices  for  Small  (Commuter) 
Aircraft. 

DATES:  Meeting  of  the  workshop  is 
scheduled  for  Wednesday,  June  24,  and 
Thursday,  June  25, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  The  workshop  meeting  will 
be  held  in  Conference  Rooms  8334  and 
6244,  respectively,  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  (Nassif  Building)  400  7th 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC,  ' 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Donald  R.  Trilling,  Director,  Office  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  ABairs, 
Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590, 
telephone  (202)  366-4220. 
or 

Ira  Laster  )r..  Senior  Program  Coordinator, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Office  of 
Tranportation  Regulatory  Affairs,  400  7th 
Street,  SW,  Washington,  DC  20590, 
Telephone  (202)  366-4859. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  the  workshop  is  to  provide 
information  to  the  Department  on  the 
present  status  of  the  technology,  safety, 
costs,  and  availability  of  lifts  for  small 
aircraft.  Such  lifts  would  facilitate  the 
boarding  of  disabled  passengers.  We 
also  will  explore  a  number  of  issues 
concerning  the  need  for  standards,  who 
should  pay  for  lifts  and  alternative 
funding  sources.  With  the  information 
received,  we  hope  to  determine  whether 
and  when  to  mandate  lift  use  through 
amendment  of  DOTs  Air  Carrier  Access 
Act  (ACAA)  rule. 

Background 

Concurrent  with  the  March  1990 
publication  of  DOTs  ACAA  rule,  the 
Department  issued  an  Advanced  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  seeking 
information  on  whether  a  suitable  lift 
passenger  boarding  device  exists  to 
serve  relevant  small  (less  than  30  seats) 
aircraft  in  a  safe,  efficient  manner  at 
reasonable  costs.  We  received  some 
comments,  but  not  enough  definitive 
data  on  the  workability,  safety,  costs 
and  availability  of  lifts  to  undertake  a 
formal  rulemaldng. 


In  the  ensuing  two  years.  DOT 
headquarters  and  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  staff  have 
participated  with  staff  of  the  Paralyzed  - 
Veterans  of  America.  Regional  Airline 
Association  (RAA),  individual  airlines 
and  lift  manufacturers  in  discussions 
and  demonstrations  to  become 
acquainted  with  various  types  of  lifts 
and  their  suitability  for  use  on  different 
models  of  small  aircraft.  At  the  same 
time,  a  number  of  small  carriers  and  lift 
manufacturers  have  been  engaged  in 
ongoing  testing  of  lift  prototypes  at 
various  airports. 

To  date,  however,  it  appears  only  a 
few  investigating  carriers  or  airports 
find  the  lifts  capable  of  meeting  all  their 
requirements,  with  respect  to  flexibility, 
maintainability,  and  accommodation  of 
the  tight  physical  requirements  of  small 
aircraft.  We  understand,  however,  that 
all  parties  have  been  working  together 
to  resolve  many  of  these  problems  and 
that  at  least  one  carrier,  Americn  Eagle, 
has  been  especially  active  in  this  regard. 

The  Department  is  conducting  this 
workshop  to  exchange  information  on 
these  issues,  to  put  all  parties  on 
conunon  ground  as  to  today's  state  of 
the  art  in  lift  developmenL  and  to 
provide  a  factual  basis  for  follow-on 
rulemaking  to  the  Air  Carrier  Access 
Act  rules. 

Persons  who  might  wish  to  participate 
should  be  aware  that  the  conference 
facilities  are  small  and  have  limited 
seating  capacity. 

Jeffrey  N.  Shane, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Policy  and 
International  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13006  Filed  6-3-92;  8;45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4•10-e^4l 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  146 

[Docket  No.  91P-0195] 

Orange  Juice  Products;  Proposed 
Amendment  of  the  Standards  of 
Identity 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  proposing  to 
amend  the  standards  of  identity  for 
orange  juice  products  in  21  CFR  Part  146 
to  allow  the  inclusion  of  juice  from  the 
hybrid  species  1/2  Citrus  sinensis  (C. 
sinensis)  X  3/8  Citrus  reticulata  (C. 
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reticulata)  x  1/8  (Citrus  paradisi  (C. 
paradisi)  (commonly  referred  to  by  the 
varietal  name  of  “Ambersweet")  into  all 
orange  juice  products  in  the  same 
manner  as  is  juice  from  oranges  of  the 
species  C.  sinensis.  The  proposal  is 
based  on  a  joint  petition  by  industry  and 
State  government  agencies.  This  action 
will  permit  greater  flexibility  in  the 
manufacturing  of  orange  juice  products 
and  will  promote  honesty  and  fair 
dealing  in  the  interest  of  consumers. 
DATES:  Written  comments  by  August  3, 
1992.  The  agency  proposes  that  any  final 
rule  that  may  be  issued  based  upon  this 
proposal  shall  become  effective  60  days 
after  date  of  publication  of  the  final  rule 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  rm. 
1-23, 12420  Parklawn  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  F.  Lin,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and 
Applied  Nutrition  (HFF-414),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  200  C  Street,  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20204,  202-485-0122. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Florida  Department  of  Citrus,  Florida 
Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Consumer  Services.  Florida  Citrus 
Mutual,  Florida  Citrus  Processors 
Association,  Florida  Citrus  Packers, 
Indian  River  Citrus  League,  Gulf  Citrus 
Growers  Association,  Inc.,  Citrus 
Grower  Associates,  Inc.,  National  Juice 
Products  Association,  and  Florida  Farm 
Bureau  have  fried  jointly  a  food 
standards  petition  dated  May  13. 1991. 
The  petitioners  requested  that  FDA 
amend  the  U.S.  standards  of  identity  for 
orange  juice  (21  CFR  146.135], 
pasteurized  orange  juice  (21  CFR 

146.140) ,  canned  orange  juice  (21  CFR 

146.141) ,  frozen  concentrated  orange 
juice  (21  CFR  146.146),  and  orange  juice 
for  manufacturii^  (21  CFR  146.151],  to 
allow  the  inclusion  of  juice  from  the 
Ambersweet  orange  hybrid  into  all 
orange  juice  products  in  the  same 
manner  as  is  juice  from  oranges  of  the 
species  C.  sinensis.  The  standards  of 
identity  for  frozen  orange  juice  (21  CFR 
146.137),  orange  juice  from  concentrate 
(21  CFR  146.145),  reduced  acid  frozen 
concentrated  orange  juice  (21  CFR 
146.148),  canned  concentrated  orange 
juice  (21  CFR  146.150),  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (21  CFR  146.152), 
concentrated  orange  juice  for 
manufacturing  (21  CFR  146.153],  and 
concentrated  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (21  CFR  146.154)  cross- 
reference  21  CFR  146.135, 146.146,  and 
146.151.  To  the  extent  that  these 
standards  are  modifred  by  amendments 
to  the  standards  that  they  cross¬ 


reference,  the  petitioners  requested  that 
these  standards  also  be  modifred. 

I.  Statement  of  Grounds 

The  “Ambersweet"  orange  is  an  early 
maturing,  cold-resistant  hybrid 
developed  and  recently  released  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
(USDA).  Ambersweet  fhiits  are  7.62  to 
10.16  centimeters  (3  to  4  inches)  in 
diameter,  round  in  shape,  and 
occasionally  have  a  small  navel.  They 
resemble  navel  oranges  more  than  other 
orange  varieties.  This  particular  hybrid 
is  composed  of  1/2  C.  sinensis  X  3/8  C. 
reticulata  x  1/8  C.  paradisi.  It  is  widely 
regarded  as  the  most  outstanding 
variety  of  orange  to  result  from  a  25- 
year  USDA  breeding  program  aimed  at 
developing  cold-resistant  trees  with 
deeper  colored  bruit  and  juice  with* 
consistent  high-quality  taste  (ref.  1). 

The  petitioners  contended  that 
authorization  for  the  use  of  Ambersweet 
orange  juice  products  would  have  the 
advantage  of  providing  consumers  with 
high  quality,  good  tasting  orange  juice  at 
a  lower  price.  The  petitioners  asserted 
that  inclusion  of  this  early  maturing 
domestic  orange  in  orange  juice 
products  in  the  same  manner  as  oranges 
of  the  species  C.  sinensis  (the  only 
species  permitted  by  the  U.S.  standard 
of  identity  for  orange  juice  (§  146.135) 
and  the  primary  species  authorized  for 
all  other  standardized  orange  juice 
products)  would:  (1)  Lower  the  cost  of 
blending  orange  varieties  by  adding  an 
early  maturing  domestic  orange  instead 
of  continuing  industry  reliance  on  more 
expensive  ofr-season  imported  oranges 
obtained  from  the  species  C.  sinensis; 

(2)  reduce  grower  vulnerability  to 
damaging  freezes;  (3)  reduce  interseason 
storage  requirements,  and  (4)  make  it 
conunercially  feasible  to  propagate  the 
Ambersweet  variety  in  the  U.S.  The 
petitioners  stated  that  these  cost-saving 
measures  would  provide  economic 
benefits  for  both  citrus  producers  and 
processors,  as  well  as  for  consumers  of 
processed  citrus  products. 

n.  The  Proposal 

The  U.S.  standard  of  identity  for 
orange  juice  (21  CFR  146.135)  defrnes 
orange  juice  as  “the  imfermented  juice 
obtained  from  mature  oranges  of  the 
species  C.  sinensis." T\ie  addition  of 
juice  of  other  species  of  oranges  and 
their  hybrids  is  not  permitted,  nor  is 
such  addition  permitted  by  the  U.S. 
standard  of  identity  for  frozen  orange 
juice  (§146.137),  which  cross-references 
§  146.135. 

The  juice  of  two  other  species  of 
oranges  are  permitted,  with  certain 
specified  limitations,  for  other  orange 
juice  products  for  which  FDA  has 


established  standards  of  identity.  Up  to 
10  percent  of  the  juice  from  mature 
oranges  of  the  species  C.  reticulata  and 
their  hybrids  may  be  added  to 
pasteurized  orange  juice  (§  146.140), 
canned  orange  juice  (§  146.141),  orange 
juice  for  manufactiuing  (§  146.151),  and, 
by  cross-reference,  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (§146.152). 

Up  to  10  percent  of  the  juice  from 
oranges  of  the  species  C.  reticulata  and 
their  hybrids  and  up  to  5  percent  of  the 
juice  frram  oranges  of  the  species  Citrus 
aurantium  may  be  added  to  frozen 
concentrated  orange  juice  (§  146.146] 
and,  by  cross-reference,  orange  juice 
from  concentrate  (§  146.145),  reduced 
acid  frozen  concentrated  orange  juice 
(§  146.148],  canned  concentrated  orange 
juice  (§  146.150],  concentrated  orange 
juice  for  manufacturing  (§  146.153),  and 
concentrated  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (§146.154). 

The  petitioners  have  requested  that 
FDA  amend  all  of  the  orange  juice 
standards  of  identity  in  21  CFR  part  146 
to  allow  for  the  inclusion  of  juice  from 
the  species  1/2  C.  sinensis  X  3/8  C. 
reticulata  X  ll 6  C.  paradisi  (commonly 
referred  to  by  the  varietal  name 
“Ambersweet”)  in  all  orange  juice 
products  in  the  same  manner  as  juice 
from  oranges  of  the  species  C.  sinensis. 
Specifrcally,  the  petitioners  have 
requested  that  FDA  amend  the  standard 
of  identity  for  orange  juice  (§  146.135)  by 
adding  the  phrase  “and  of  the  hybrid 
species  described  as  1/2  C.  sinensis  X 
3/8  C.  reticulata  X  1/8  C.  paradisi"  to 
the  end  of  the  first  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a)  (§  146.135(a)). 

To  make  this  proposed  amendment 
applicable  to  pasteurized  orange  juice 
(§  146.140],  canned  orange  juice 
(§  146.141],  and  orange  juice  for 
manufacturing  (§  146.151),  the 
petitioners  requested  that  the  standards 
of  identity  for  these  products  be 
amended  by  adding  the  phrase  “(except 
that  this  limitation  shall  not  apply  to  the 
hybrid  species  described  in  §  146.135]“ 
to  the  end  of  the  frrst  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a)  in  §§  146.140  and  146.141 
(§§  146.140(a)  and  146.141(a))  and  to  the 
end  of  the  second  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)  in  §  146.151  (§  146.151(a)).  The 
petitioners  also  requested  that  FDA 
amend  the  standard  of  identity  for 
frozen  concentrated  orange  juice 
(§  146.146)  by  inserting  the  phrase 
“(except  for  the  hybrid  species 
described  in  §  146.135)"  in  the  second 
sentence  of  paragraph  (a)  as  follows: 
“However,  in  the  concentrated  blend  the 
volume  of  juice  from  C.  reticulata 
(except  for  the  hybrid  species  described 
in  §  146.135)  shall  not  *  *  *” 

(§  146.146(a)). 
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The  petitioners  noted  that  the  U.S. 
standards  of  identity  for  frozen  orange 
juice  (§  146.137),  orange  juice  from 
concentrate  ($  146.145),  reduced  acid 
frozen  concentrated  orange  juice 
(§  146.148),  canned  concentrated  orange 
juice  (§  146.150),  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (S  146.152),  concentrated 
orange  juice  for  manufacturing 
(S  146.153),  and  concentrated  orange 
juice  with  preservative  (S  146.154)  cross- 
reference  s§  146.135, 146.146,  and 
146.151  and  would  be  amended  by  the 
changes  to  those  sections.  FDA  concurs 
that  ^e  standards  would  be  amended 
similarly  by  the  cross-reference. 

In  support  of  their  petition,  the 
petitioners  submitted  several  references, 
including  information  on  a  number  of 
taste-test  studies.  One  such  study  was  a 
double  blind,  side-by-side  USDA 
comparison  study  in  which  juice 
samples  containing  no  Ambersweet 
juice,  50  percent  Ambersweet  juice,  and 
100  percent  Ambersweet  juice  were 
graded  by  experienced  USDA 
inspectors.  All  samples  were  scored  as 
having  "very  good"  flavor,  surpassing 
the  minimum  USDA  Grade  A  flavor 
requirements  for  orange  juice  (ref.  2). 

The  flavor  chemistry  profiles  of  juice 
products  obtained  from  Ambersweet 
were  analyzed  and  compared  to  the 
profiles  of  similar  juice  products  firom 
tangerine  (C.  reticulata),  grapefruit  (C. 
paradisi),  and  other  orange  (C.  sinensis) 
varieties.  The  results  showed  that  the 
flavor  composition  and  profiles  of  juice 
from  Ambersweet  oranges  are  very 
similar  to  those  of  orange  juice  from  C. 
sinensis  but  are  different  from  those  of 
juice  from  C.  reticulata,  other  C. 
reticulata  hybrids,  and  C.  paradisi  (ref. 
3). 

The  petitioners  also  noted  that 
additional  studies  on  yield,  Brix-acid 
ratio,  color,  flavor,  and  concentration 
characteristics  of  Ambersweet  juice 
demonstrated  that  Ambersweet  oranges 
produce  good  tasting  orange  juice  with 
good  color  early  in  l^e  season  (ref.  4). 
Based  on  several  years  of  studies  on  the 
characteristics  of  Ambersweet  firuit  and 
its  processed  juice,  the  Florida 
Department  of  Citrus  adopted  a 
regulation,  effective  August  1990, 
naming  the  Ambersweet  orange  and 
classifying  Ambersweet  as  an  orange  for 
purposes  of  determining  maturity  under 
state  maturity  laws  (Florida 
Administration  Code  (1990)  S  20-13.011). 

FDA  believes  that  the  petitioners  have 
provided  sufficient  grounds  to  warrant 
issuance  of  a  proposal  to  amend  the 
orange  juice  product  standards  in  21 
CFR  part  146  to  provide  for  an 
additional  orange  hybrid, 

"Ambersweet,”  that  is  to  be  used  in 
unlimited  amounts  in  these  juice 


products.  The  agency  requests 
comments  fit)m  processors  and 
consumers  who  have  had  experience 
with  this  new  hybrid.  In  particular,  the 
agency  requests  comments  from  the 
public  on  its  acceptance  as  an  orange 
juice  beverage  product. 

In  the  interest  of  increased  flexibility 
in  the  orange  juice  standards,  FDA 
requests  comments  on  these 
amendments  as  well  as  on  other 
changes  that  would  provide  processors 
with  lower  cost  alternatives  but  that 
would  be  in  the  interest  of  consumers. 
FDA  questions  whether  at  this  time 
there  are  other  orange  hybrids  that 
would  be  suitable  for  use  without 
limitations  in  orange  juice  products  as 
the  petitioners  claim  for  the 
Ambersweet  hybrid.  FDA  points  out  that 
any  suggested  modifications  for 
increased  flexibility  in  the  standards 
should  not  result  in  products  that  could 
be  misleading,  deceptive,  or  not 
otherwise  in  the  interest  of  consumers. 
FDA  believes  that  consumers 
purchasing  orange  juice  labeled  in 
accordance  with  the  orange  juice 
standards  of  identity  expect,  and  should 
receive,  certain  typical  organoleptic 
characteristics  in  these  foods.  Thus, 
careful  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  use  of  new  ingredients  or  juice  from 
sources  that  could  change  the  properties 
of  the  food.  Suggestions  for  increased 
flexibility  in  the  standards  should  be 
supported,  where  possible,  with  data  on 
the  need  for  the  changes  and  on  the 
anticipated  effects  on  the  food  and  on 
consumer  acceptance  of  the  products  so 
modified. 

Based  on  the  information  presented 
by  the  petitioners,  FDA  tentatively 
concludes  that  amending  the  standards 
of  identity  for  orange  juice  products  as 
set  forth  below  to  provide  for  the  use  of 
juice  from  the  hybrid  species  C. 
sinensis  X  %  C.  reticulata  X  C. 
paradisi  on  the  same  basis  as  that  of 
oranges  of  the  species  C.  sinensis  will 
provide  consumers  with  orange  juice 
products  at  lower  cost,  with  no 
denigration  of  orange  juice  flavor,  and 
that  these  amendments  will  promote 
honesty  and  fair  dealing  in  the  interest 
of  consumers. 

Therefore,  the  agency  is  proposing  to 
amend  the  U.S.  standards  of  identity  for 
orange  juice  (21  CFR  146.135), 
pasteurized  orange  juice  (21  CFR 

146.140) ,  canned  orange  juice  (21  CFR 

146.141) ,  frozen  concentrated  orange 
juice  (21  CFR  146.146),  and  orange  juice 
for  manufacturing  (21  CFR  146.151)  and, 
by  cross  reference,  the  standards  of 
identity  for  frozen  orange  juice  (21  CFR 
146.137),  orange  juice  from  concentrate 
(21  CFR  146.145),  reduced  acid  frozen 
concentrated  orange  juice  (21  CFR 


146.148),  canned  concentrated  orange 
juice  (21  CFR  146.150),  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (21  CFR  146.152), 
concentrated  orange  juice  for 
manufacturing  (21  CFR  146.153),  and 
concentrated  orange  juice  with 
preservative  (21  CFR  146.154),  to  include 
juice  from  the  hybrid  species  described 
as  %  C.  sinensis  X  %  C.  reticulata  x  Vi 
C.  paradisi  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
juice  fix>m  oranges  of  the  species  C. 
sinensis,  i.e.,  without  limits  on  the 
amount  of  juice  from  the  hybrid  which 
may  be  used  in  the  final  product 

F^or  editorial  changes  in  reference 
to  C.  reticulata  hybrids  have  been  made 
for  clarity  in  the  revised  standards  set 
out  below. 

m.  Economic  Impact 

FDA  has  examined  the  economic 
implications  of  the  proposed  rule  to 
amend  certain  standards  of  identity  for 
orange  juice  products  in  21  CFR  part  146 
as  required  by  Executive  Orders  12291 
and  12612,  and  by  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L  96-354). 

Executive  Order  12291  compels  Federal 
agencies  to  use  cost-benefit  analysis  as 
a  component  of  decisionmaking,  and 
Executive  Order  12612  requires  that 
Federal  agencies  ensiu«  that  Federal 
solutions,  rather  than  State  or  local 
solutions,  are  necessary.  The  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  requires  regulatory  relief 
for  small  businesses  where  feasible.  The 
agency  finds  that  this  proposed  rule  is 
not  a  major  rule  as  defined  by  Executive 
Order  12^.  In  accordance  with  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  FDA  has  also 
determine  that  this  proposed  rule  will 
not  have  a  significant  adverse  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small 
businesses.  Finally,  because  this 
regulation  applies  to  food  for  interstate 
trade,  and  in^vidual  state  regulations 
could  hinder  interstate  trade,  FDA  finds 
that  there  is  no  substantial  Federalism 
issue  that  would  require  an  analysis 
under  Executive  Order  12612. 

Options  associated  with  the  petition 
include:  (1)  Not  amending  the  standards 
to  provide  for  the  Ambersweet  hybrid, 

(2)  amending  the  standards  to  include 
only  the  requested  change,  or  (3) 
amending  the  standards  to  provide  for 
any  orange  hybrid  that  falls  within 
specified  guidelines. 

The  cost  of  failing  to  amend  these 
standards,  option  (1),  is  reduced  variety 
in  orange  juice  products  that  would  be 
available  to  consumers. 

The  benefit  of  amending  these 
standards,  option  (2),  will  be  to  allow  for 
increased  variety  in  orange  juice 
products  for  consumers.  The  marginal 
costs  of  amending  the  standards  for  only 
the  requested  change  is  the  opportunity 
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cost  of  not  allowing  them  to  be  more 
flexible  for  future  technological  changes. 

The  benefits  of  option  (3)  would  be  to 
allow  firms  to  market  such  products 
without  amending  the  food  standards 
through  informal  rulemaking.  This  could 
ultimately  promote  innovation  in  the 
quality  of  products  and  lower 
production  costs.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
agency  is  also  concerned  about 
increased  transactions  costs  (costs  of 
using  the  market)  if  products  marketed 
under  the  term  “orange  juice”  are  made 
with  other  juices.  To  the  extent  hybirds 
and  other  juices  become  far  removed 
from  “traditional"  orange  juice,  the  term 
“orange  juice”  will  convey  less 
information  as  an  aid  to  selection  of  a 
juice  product. 

Additionally,  FDA  believes  that  the 
term  “orange  juice”  conveys  an 
extremely  homogeneous  meaning  to 
consumers  as  to  the  contents  of  these 
products.  Finally,  before  taking  any 
action  like  option  (3),  FDA  would  have 
to  ensure  that  such  action  would 
promote  honesty  and  fair  dealing  in  the 
interests  of  consumers. 

Although  FDA  would  like  to  provide 
for  future  technological  change  in  the 
manufacture  of  orange  juice  (without 
technical  amendments  to  the  standard), 
FDA  is  not  aware  of  any  new  hybrids 
under  development  that  could  be  used 
without  limitations.  Even  if  such 
developments  were  underway,  FDA 
does  not  have  sufficient  information  to 
provide  boundaries  for  use  of  the  term 
“orange  juice”  that  would  encompass  all 
future  technological  development. 
Finally,  it  should  be  noted  that 
manufacturers  are  currently  able  to  sell 
any  blend  of  citrus  juice  products, 
provided  they  are  appropriately  labeled. 
Thus,  FDA  has  not  chosen  option  (3), 
providing  for  any  orange  hybird  without 
limitations.  However,  FDA  speciHcally 
requests  comments  on  these  options. 

rv.  Environmental  Impact 

The  agency  has  determined  undbr  21 
CFR  25.24(b)(1)  that  this  action  is  of  a 
type  that  does  not  individually  or 
cumulatively  have  a  significant  effect  on 
the  human  environment.  Therefore, 
neither  an  environmental  assessment 
nor  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  required. 

V.  Request  for  Conunents 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
August  3, 1992  submit  to  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above) 
written  comments  regarding  this 
proposal.  Two  copies  of  any  comments 
are  to  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  one  copy. 
Comments  are  to  be  identified  with  the 
docket  number  found  in  brackets  in  the 


heading  of  this  document.  Received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  between  9  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

VI.  References 

The  following  information  has  been 
placed  on  display  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above) 
and  may  be  seen  by  interested  persons 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 
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List  of  Subjects  in  21  CFR  Part  146 

Food  grades  and  standards.  Fruit 
juices. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  and  under  the 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  and  redelegated  to 
the  Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and 
Applied  Nutrition,  it  is  proposed  that  21 
CFR  Part  146  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  146— CANNED  FRUIT  JUICES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  21  CFR 
Part  146  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  201, 401, 403, 409,  701,  706 
of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  321,  341,  343,  348,  371,  376). 

2.  Section  146.135  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  146.135  Orange  Juice. 

(a)  Orange  juice  is  the  unfermented 
juice  obtained  from  mature  oranges  of 
the  species  Citrus  sinensis  and  of  the 
hybrid  species  described  as  Citrus 
sinensis  X  %  Citrus  reticulata  X  Vs 
Citrus  paradisi.  Seeds  (except 
embryonic  seeds  and  small  fragments  of 


seeds  that  cannot  be  separated  by 
current  good  manufacturing  practice) 
and  excess  pulp  are  removed.  The  juice 
may  be  chilled,  but  is  is  not  frozen. 

*  *  *  *  « 

3.  Section  146.140  is  amended  by 
revising  the  first  sentence  in  paragraph 
(a)  to  read  as  follows: 

\ 

§  1 46. 1 40  Pasteurized  orange  Juice. 

(a)  Pasteurized  orange  juice  is  the 
food  prepared  brom  unfermented  juice 
obtained  from  mature  oranges  as 
specified  in  $  146.135,  to  which  may  be 
added  not  more  than  10  percent  by 
volume  of  the  unfermented  juice 
obtained  from  mature  oranges  of  the 
species  Citrus  reticulata  or  Citrus 
reticulata  hybrids  (except  that  this 
limitation  shall  not  apply  to  the  hybrid 
species  described  in  §  146.135).  *  *  * 

*  *  *  «  * 

4.  Section  146.141  is  amended  by 
revising  the  first  sentence  in  paragraph 
(a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  146.141  Canned  orange  Juice. 

(a)  Canned  orange  juice  is  the  food 
prepared  from  orange  juice  as  specified 
in  §  146.135  or  frozen  orange  juice  as 
specified  in  S  146.137,  or  a  combination 
of  both,  to  which  may  be  added  not 
more  than  10  percent  by  volume  of  the 
unfermented  juice  obtained  from  mature 
oranges  of  the  species  Citrus  reticulata 
or  Citrus  reticulata  hybrids  (except  that 
this  limitation  shall  not  apply  to  the 

hybrid  species  described  in  §  146.135). 

*  *  * 

***** 

5.  Section  146.146  is  amended  by 
revising  the  first  two  sentences  in 
paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 46. 1 46  Frozen  concentrated  orange 
Juice. 

(a)  Frozen  concentrated  orange  juice 
is  the  food  prepared  by  removing  water 
from  the  juice  of  mature  oranges  as 
provided  in  §  146.135,  to  which  may  be 
added  unfermented  juice  obtained  from 
mature  oranges  of  the  species  Citrus 
reticulata,  other  Citrus  reticulata 
hybrids,  or  of  Citrus  aurantium,  or  both. 
However  in  the  unconcentrated  blend, 
the  volume  of  juice  from  Citrus 
reticulata  or  Citrus  reticulata  hybrids 
shall  not  exceed  10  percent  (except  that 
this  limitation  shall  not  apply  to  the 
hybrid  species  described  in  §  146.135 
and  from  Citrus  aurantium  shall  not 
exceed  5  percent.  *  *  * 
***** 

6.  Section  146.151  is  amended  by 
revising  the  second  sentence  in 
paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 
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S  146.151  Orange  Juica  for  manufacturing. 

(a)  *  *  *  It  is  prepared  from 
unfermented  juice  obtained  from 
oranges  as  provided  in  §  146.135,  except 
that  the  oranges  may  deviate  from  the 
standards  for  maturity  in  that  they  are 
below  the  minimum  for  Brix  and  Brix- 
acid  ratio  for  such  oranges,  and  to  which 
juice  may  be  added  not  more  than  10 
percent  by  volume  of  the  unfermented 
juice  obtained  from  oranges  of  the 
species  Citrus  reticulata  or  Citrus 
reticulata  hybrids  (except  that  this 
limitation  shall  not  apply  to  the  hybrid 
species  described  in  §  146.135).  *  *  * 
***** 

Dated:  May  1, 1992. 

Douglas  L.  Archer, 

A  cting  Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and 
Applied  Nutrition. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13033  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4160-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

27  CFR  Part  9 

[Notice  No.  741] 

RIN  1512-AA07 

Spring  Mountain  Viticultural  Area  (91 F- 
067P) 

agency:  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms  (ATF),  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco  and  Firearms  (ATF)  is 
considering  the  establishment  of  a 
viticultural  area  located  in  Napa 
County,  California,  to  be  known  as 
“Spring  Mountain.”  This  proposal  is  the 
result  of  a  petition  filed  on  behalf  of 
Marston  Vineyards  and  York  Creek 
Vineyards. 

ATF  believes  that  the  establishment 
of  viticultural  areas  and  the  subsequent 
use  of  viticultural  area  names  as 
appellations  of  origin  in  wine  labeling 
and  advertising  allows  wineries  to 
designate  the  specific  areas  where  the 
grapes  used  to  make  the  wine  were 
grown  and  enables  consumers  to  bettes 
identify  the  wines  they  purchase. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  August  3, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to: 
Chief,  Wine  and  Beer  Branch,  Bureau  of 
Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms,  P.O. 
Box  50221,  Washington,  DC  20091-0221, 
Attn;  Notice  No.  741. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marjorie  D.  Ruhf,  Wine  and  Beer 


Branch,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms,  650  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20226  (202-927- 
8230). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  August  23  and  November  22, 1978, 
ATF  published  Treasury  Decision  ATF- 
53  (43  FR  37672,  54624)  revising 
regidations  in  27  CFR  Part  4.  These 
regulations  allow  the  establishment  of 
definite  American  viticultural  areas.  The 
regulations  also  allow  the  name  of  an 
approved  viticultural  area  to  be  used  as 
an  appellation  of  origin  in  the  labeling 
and  advertising  of  wine. 

On  October  2, 1979,  ATF  published 
Treasury  Decision  A'IT-60  (44  FR  56692) 
which  added  a  new  part  9  to  27  CFR, 
providing  for  the  listing  of  approved 
American  viticultural  areas.  Section 
4.25(e)(1),  title  27,  CFR,  defines  an 
American  viticultural  area  as  a 
delimited  grape-growing  region 
distinguishable  by  geographical  ^ 
features,  the  boundaries  of  which  have 
been  delineated  in  subpart  C  of  part  9. 
Section  4.25(e)(2)  outlines  the  procedure 
for  proposing  an  American  viticultural 
area.  Any  interested  person  may 
petition  ATF  to  establish  a  grape¬ 
growing  region  as  a  viticultural  area. 
The  petition  should  include: 

(a)  Evidence  that  the  name  of  the 
proposed  viticultural  area  is  locally 
and/or  nationally  known  as  referring  to 
the  area  specified  in  the  petition; 

(b)  Historical  or  current  evidence  that 
the  boundaries  of  the  viticultural  area 
are  as  specified  in  the  petition; 

(c)  Evidence  relating  to  the 
geographical  features  (climate,  soil, 
elevation,  physical  features,  etc.)  which 
distinguish  the  viticultural  features  of 
the  proposed  area  from  surrounding 
areas; 

(d)  A  description  of  the  specific 
boundaries  of  the  viticultural  area, 
based  on  features  which  can  be  found 
on  United  States  Geological  Survey 
(U.S.G.S.)  maps  of  the  largest  applicable 
scale;  and 

(e)  A  copy  of  the  appropriate  U.S.G.S. 
map(s)  with  the  boundaries  prominently 
marked. 

Petition 

ATF  has  received  a  petition  frxtm 
Marston  Vineyards  and  York  Creek 
Vineyards  proposing  to  establish  a 
viticultural  area  in  Napa  County, 
California,  to  be  known  as  “Spring 
Mountain.”  The  proposed  viticultural 
area  is  located  within  Napa  Valley  just 
west  of  St.  Helena,  on  the  eastern  slope 
of  the  Mayacamus  Moimtains  that 
separate  Napa  Valley  from  Sonoma 
Valley  and  the  Santa  Rosa  Plain. 


The  region  is  approximately  25  miles 
north  of  San  Pablo  Bay  and  30  miles  east 
of  the  Pacific  Ocean.  It  contains 
approximately  8,600  acres,  of  which 
approximately  800  acres  are  planted  to 
vineyards.  The  terrain  in  the  proposed 
viticultural  area  consists  primarily  of 
east-facing  slopes  of  varying  steepness, 
ranging  in  elevation  from  400  to  2,600 
feet.  Thirteen  wineries,  are  currently 
active  within  the  proposed  viticultural 
area. 

Evidence  of  Name 

Evidence  that  the  name  of  the 
proposed  area  is  locally  and/or 
nationally  known  as  referring  to  the 
area  specified  in  the  petition  includes: 

(a)  Articles  in  the  local  newspaper, 
the  St.  Helena  Star,  as  far  back  as 
December  1877,  frequently  made 
references  to  “Spring  Mountain”  and 
mentioned  viticultural  activities  in  the 
area. 

(b)  In  the  Annual  Report  of  State 
Viticultural  Commissioners  for  1887,  on 
the  page  that  listed  varieties  of  grapes 
planted  in  Napa  County,  “Spring 
Mountain”  was  1  of  only  12  locations 
mentioned. 

(c)  In  California  Place  Names  by 
Erwin  G.  Gudde,  3rd  Ed.  (University  of 
California  Press,  1969),  Spring  Mountain 
is  described  as  a  region  filled  with 
reservoirs  which  supplied  water  to  the 
town  of  St.  Helena  from  1878  to  the 
1920’s.  Further,  “Spring  Mountain”  was 
the  name  of  the  school  that  educated 
children  in  the  area  from  the  1870’s  to 
the  1930’s,  and  is  the  name  of  the 
principal  road  that  runs  through  the 
proposed  viticultural  area. 

(d)  In  Massee’s  Guide  to  Wines  of 
America  (1974)  “Spring  Mountain”  is 
described  as  being  “well  on  its  way  to 
becoming  a  separate  district  in  its  own 
right,  much  like  Cameros,  *  *  *” 

(e)  Copies  of  wine  labels  (1980  Ritchie 
Creek  Vineyard  Cabernet  Sauvignon, 
1978  and  1981  Ridge  Cabernet 
Sauvignon,  1978  and  1986  Ridge  Petite 
Sirah),  each  of  which  indicates  that  most 
of  the  grapes  used  to  make  the  wine 
came  form  Spring  Mountain. 

(f)  As  stated  in  the  January-February 
1977  issue  of  Connoisseur’s  Guide  to 
California  Wines,  “Spring  Mountain 

*  *  *  has  supported  vineyards  for  over 
100  years  and  is  probably  more 
responsible  than  any  other  Napa  hillside 
for  creating  the  mystique  of  ‘mountain 
grapes.'  ” 

(g)  An  excerpt  from  an  article 
appearing  in  the  magazine  Friends  of 
Wine  (April-May  1984)  makes  a 
reference  to  “Spring  Mountain”  as  beign 
a  “well-known”  appellation. 
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Evidence  of  Boundaries 

Evidence  that  the  boundaries  of  the 
proposed  area  are  as  specified  in  the 
petition  includes  the  following: 

(a)  In  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Board 
of  State  Viticultural  Commissioners  for 
1887,  Spring  Mountain  is  listed  as  one  of 
the  locations  in  Napa  County  where 
varieties  of  grapes  were  planted. 

(b)  In  The  Connoisseurs'  Handbook  of 
California  Wines  (1984)  the  section  on 
“Wine  Geography"  describes  Spring 
Mountain  as  “[a]  distinctly  identifiable 
watershed  area  *  *  *  west  of  St.  Helena 
in  the  Napa  Valley  and  forms  part  of  the 
Mayacamus  Mountain  Range  *  *  * 
Chateau  Chevalier  and  Spring  Mountain 
Vineyard  occupy  two  of  the  loveliest 
refurbished  properties  *  *  *  York  Creek 
Vineyard  is  near  the  top  of  Spring 
Mountain.  Other  wineries  here  include 
Yverdon,  Keenan,  and  Smith-Madrone." 

(c)  In  the  book  The  Winewrights 
Register  (1988)  Spring  Mountain  is 
described  as  being  “directly  west  of  the 
town  of  St.  Helena.” 

(d)  In  the  New  Signet  Book  of  Wine 
(1985)  Alexis  Bespaloff  states  that  a 
“number  of  wineries  are  situated  on  the 
slopes  of  Spring  Mountain,  the  best 
known  of  which  is  Spring  Mountain 
Vineyards.”  Other  vineyards  and 
wineries  mentioned  as  “situated  on  the 
slopes  of  Spring  Mountain”  include 
Newton  Vineyard,  Chateau  Chevalier, 
Cain  Cellars,  Robert  Keenan  Winery. 
Yverdon  Vineyards.  Ritchie  Creek 
Vineyard,  and  Smith-Madrone 
Vineyards. 

(e)  In  Leon  D.  Adams’  The  Wines  of 
America  (1978)  Chateau  Chevalier 
winery  is  described  as  being  “built  in 
1891  on  Spring  Mountain  *  *  *” 

(f)  In  The  1982  Napa  Valley  Wine 
Auction  catalog  Keenan  Winery  is 
described  as  “located  *  *  *  on  the 
eastern  slope  of  Spring  Mountain,”  and 
Chateau  Chevalier,  and  Smith-Madrone 
Vineyards  are  described  as  being  “high 
atop  Spring  Mountain.” 

(g)  Labels  for  1978  and  1981  Ridge 
brand  Cabernet  Sauvignon  indicate  that 
part  of  the  wine  came  from  grapes 
grown  at  York  Creek  Vineyards  “on 
Spring  Mountain.” 

(h)  In  California's  Great  Cabernets 
(1989)  Spring  Mountain  is  described  as 
including  the  vineyards  of  York  Creek, 
Smith-Madrone,  Philip  Togni,  and 
Newton. 

(i)  In  Massee's  Guide  to  Wines  of 
America  (1974)  Lyncrest  Vineyard, 
currently  Marston  Vineyards,  is  also 
mentioned  in  the  paragraph  on  ^ring 
Mountain. 

(j)  In  Bob  Thompson's  Pocket  Guide  to 
California  Wines  (1990)  Streblow 
Vineyards  is  described  as  “[a]  12-acre 


vineyard  and  1,200  case  winery  on  the 
lower  slopes  of  Spring  Mountain  *  * 
and  Spring  Mountain  is  said  to  be  the 
“sole  source  of  all  the  wines”  for  Stony 
Hill  Vineyards. 

Collectively  taken,  the  locations  of  the 
vineyards  and  wineries  mentioned 
above  closely  approximate  the 
parameters  of  the  proposed  Spring 
Mountain  viticultural  area. 

Geographical  Features 

Approximately  8,600  acres  in  size,  the 
proposed  viticultural  area  is  roughly 
rectangular  in  shape,  extending  south 
from  the  northern  boundary  along 
Ritchie  Creek  approximately  5  miles  to 
slightly  beyond  Sulphur  Creek,  and  east 
from  the  Napa-Sonoma  county  line 
along  the  summit  of  the  Mayacamus 
mountain  range  to  the  400  foot  elevation 
near  the  Napa  Valley  floor.  The  400  foot 
contour  line  generally  marks  the 
boundary  between  valley  floor  and 
hillside  vineyards  in  the  Napa  Valley. 
The  petitioners  provided  the  following 
evidence  relating  to  feabires  which  they 
contend  distinguish  the  proposed 
viticultural  area  from  the  surrounding 
areas: 

Soil 

(a)  The  predominant  soils  in  the 
proposed  Spring  Mountain  viticultural 
area  consist  of  moderately  deep  and 
deep  residual  upland  soils  that  are  an 
equal  mix  derived  fix)m  volcanic  and 
sedimentary  parent  material. 

(b)  North  of  the  proposed  viticultural 
area  the  segment  of  the  Mayacamus 
Mountains  fitim  Diamond  Mountain 
northward  is  comprised  almost  entirely 
of  residual  upland  soils  of  volcanic 
origins. 

(c)  To  the  east  of  the  proposed 
viticultural  area,  on  the  Napa  Valley 
floor,  alluvial  soils  predominate.  These 
soils  are  developed  on  fill  materials 
outwashed  from  the  upland  soils  and 
rocks  surrounding  the  valley.  The  Soil 
Conservation  Service  has  identified  10 
alluvial  soils  in  the  valley,  none  of 
which  are  found  in  the  proposed 
viticultural  area. 

(d)  Of  the  six  residual  upland  soils 
from  volcanic  rocks  that  are  present  in 
the  proposed  viticultural  area  (Aiken, 
Boomer,  Felta,  Forward,  Hambright,  and 
Kidd),  only  one  (Forward)  appears  in 
any  significant  acreage  to  the  south  of 
the  proposed  Spring  Moimtain.  Both 
areas  contain  residual  soils  from 
sedimentary  rocks,  but  the  acreage  and 
percentage  of  these  sedimentary 
residual  rocks  is  much  greater  in  the 
southern  segment  of  the  Mayacamus 
Mountains,  south  of  the  proposed  Spring 
Mountain. 


(e)  West  of  the  proposed  viticultural 
area  the  warmer  slopes  of  the 
Mayacamus  Mountains  in  Sonoma 
County  have  greater  evapotranspiration 
loss  of  soil  moisture,  which  is  reflected 
in  shallower  soils.  Also,  the  residual 
upland  soils  from  volcano  rock  found  in 
the  proposed  viticultural  area  (Aiken, 
Boomer,  Forward.  Felta,  and  Kidd)  are 
not  present  in  the  Sonoma  County 
slopes  of  the  Mayacamus  Mountains. 

Climate 

(a)  Spring  Mountain’s  primarily 
eastern  exposure  contributes  to  the 
region's  distinctive  climate.  It  is 
characterized  by  cool,  wet  winters  and 
warm  dry  summers,  moderated  by 
periodic  ocean  breezes  and  fog.  Average 
annual  rainfall  is  37  inches. 

(b)  In  readings  taken  between  April  1 
and  October  31,  generally  considered 
the  growing  season  for  wine  grapes, 
daily  maximum  temperatures  were  from 
2  to  11  degrees  lower  within  the 
proposed  viticultural  area  than  in  St. 
Helena,  less  than  4  miles  away  to  the 
east.  Conversely,  daily  minimum 
temperatures  at  Spring  Mountain  were 
generally  higher  than  those  recorded  in 
St  Helena,  often  by  more  than  10 
degrees. 

(c)  Comparisons  of  maximum  and 
minimum  temperatures  within  the 
proposed  viticultural  area  with  those  of 
Calistoga,  less  than  8  miles  away  to  the 
north,  produce  the  same  results,  with 
even  greater  temperature  differentials 
between  the  two  locations. 

(d)  The  proposed  viticultural  area 
regularly  enjoys  cooling  breezes  and 
occasional  fog  from  the  west  when  the 
rest  of  Napa  Valley,  including  hillside 
locations  both  north  and  south  remains 
hot 

(e)  Spring  Mountain  experiences 
greater  armual  rainfall  than  the  floor  of 
Napa  Valley.  In  addition,  the  aimual 
average  rainfall  in  Spring  Mountain  is 
approximately  37  inches,  more  than  the 
seasonal  normal  of  33.11  inches  in  St 
Helena. 

(f)  According  to  meteorologist  Steven 
Newman  of  Earth  Environment  Service, 
a  i£view  of  daily  thermograph  readings 
taken  during  the  summer  and  early 
autumn  shows  that  the  temperature  on 
Spring  Mountain  rises  relatively  rapidly 
until  reaching  a  maximum  high  at 
approximately  3  p.m.,  then  declines  with 
similar  speed  during  the  late  afternoon. 
The  daily  maximum  temperature  is 
reached  approximately  1  hour  earlier 
than  in  St  Helena,  and  the  temperature 
peak  is  very  brief  when  compared  to 
locations  on  the  Napa  Valley  floor. 
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Proposed  Boundary 

The  boundary  of  the  proposed  Spring 
Mountain  viticultural  area  may  be  found 
on  four  United  States  Geological  Survey 
(U.S.G.S.)  maps  with  a  scale  of  1:24000. 
The  boimdary  is  described  in  §  9.145. 

Executive  Order  12291 

It  has  been  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  is  not  a  major 
regulation  as  defined  in  Executive  Order 
12291  and  a  regulatory  impact  analysis 
is  not  required  because  it  will  not  have 
an  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more;  it  will  not  result  in  a 
major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries, 

Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  and  it 
will  not  have  significant  adverse  effects 
on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  innovation,  or 
on  the  ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

Itls^hereby  certified  that  this 
regulation  will  not  have  a  signiHcant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  Accordingly,  a 
regulatory  flexibility  analysis  is  not  ' 
required  because  the  proposal,  if 
promulgated  as  a  final  rule,  is  not 
expected  (1)  to  have  secondary,  or 
incidental  effects  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities;  or  (2)  to 
impose,  or  otherwise  cause  a  significant 
increase  in  the  reporting,  recordkeeping, 
or  other  compliance  burdens  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

The  provisions  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980,  Public  Law  96- 
511,  44  U.S.C.  chapter  35,  and  its 
implementing  regulations,  5  CFR  part 
1320,  do  not  apply  to  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  because  no 
requirement  to  collect  information  is 
proposed. 

Public  Participation 

ATF  requests  comments  from  all 
interested  parties.  Comments  received 
on  or  before  the  closing  date  will  be 
carefully  considered.  Comments 
received  after  that  date  will  be  given  the 
same  consideration  if  it  is  practical  to 
do  so,  but  assure  of  consideration 
cannot  be  given  except  as  to  comments 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date. 

ATF  will  not  recognize  any  comment 
as  confidential.  Comments  may  be 
disclosed  to  the  public.  Any  material 
which  a  commenter  considers  to  be 
confidential  or  inappropriate  for 
disclosure  to  the  public  should  not  be 


included  in  the  comment.  The  name  of 
the  person  submitting  a  comment  is  not 
exempt  from  disclosure.  During  the 
comment  period,  any  person  may 
request  an  opportunity  to  present  oral 
testimony  at  a  public  hearing.  However, 
the  Director  reserves  the  right  to 
determine,  in  light  of  all  circumstances, 
whether  a  public  hearing  will  be  held. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
is  Marjorie  D.  Ruhf,  Wine  and  Beer 
Branch,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms. 

List  of  Subjects  in  27  CFR  Part  9 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Consumer  protection, 
Viticultural  areas,  and  Wine. 

Authority  and  Issuance 

Accordingly,  title  27,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  part  9,  American 
Viticultural  Areas,  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  9— AMERICAN  VITICULTURAL 
AREAS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  9 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  27  U.S.C.  205. 

2.  Subpart  C  is  amended  by  adding 
S  9.143  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  C — Approved  American  Viticultural 
Areas 

§  9.143  Spring  Mountain. 

(a)  Name.  The  name  of  the  viticultural 
area  described  in  this  section  is  “Spring 
Mountain.” 

(b)  Approved  maps.  The  appropriate 
maps  for  determining  the  boundary  of 
the  Spring  Mountain  viticultural  area  are 
four  U.S.G.S.  7.5  minute  series 
topographical  maps  of  the  1:24000  scale. 
They  are  titled: 

(1)  “Kenwood,  Calif.,"  1954 
(photorevised  1980); 

(2)  “Rutherford,  Calif.,"  1951 
(photorevised  1968); 

(3)  “St.  Helena,  Calif.,”  1960 
(photorevised  1980); 

(4)  “Calistoga,  Calif.,”  1958 
(photorevised  1980). 

(c)  Boundary.  The  Spring  Mountain 
viticultural  area  is  located  in  Napa 
County,  California,  within  the  Napa 
Valley  Viticultural  area.  The  boundary 
is  as  follows: 

(1)  Beginning  on  the  Calistoga 
quadrangle  map  at  the  Napa-Sonoma 
county  line  at  the  boundary  line 
between  sections  18  and  19  in  T8N/ 
ROW; 

(2)  Then  east  along  the  boundary  line 
between  sections  18  and  19  for 
approximately  %  of  a  mile  to  its 


intersection  with  Ritchie  Creek  at  the 
boundary  line  between  sections  17  and 
20; 

(3)  Then  northeast  along  Ritchie  Creek 
approximately  2  miles,  to  the  400  foot 
contour  line  in  the  northeast  comer  in 
section  16  of  T8N/R6W; 

(4)  Then  along  the  400  foot  contour 
line  in  a  northeast  then  generally 
southeast  direction,  through  the  St. 
Helena  and  Rutherford  quadrangle 
maps,  approximately  9  miles,  past  the 
town  of  St.  Helena  to  the  point  where  it 
intersects  Sulphur  Creek  in  Sulphur 
Canyon,  in  the  northwest  comer  of 
section  2  in  T7N/R6W; 

(5)  Then  west  along  Sulfur  Creek  (onto 
the  Kenwood  quadrangle  map)  and 
south  to  the  point  where  it  flrst  divides 
into  two  intermittent  streams  in  section 
3  in  T7N/R6W; 

(6)  Then  south  along  the  intermittent 
stream  approximately  1.5  miles  to  the 
point  where  it  interaects  the  2,360  foot 
contour  line  in  section  10  in  T7N/R6W; 

(7)  Then  southwest  in  a  straight  line, 
approxiamtely  .10  mile,  to  the  unnamed 
peak  (elevation  2600  feet)  at  the 
boundary  line  between  Napa  and 
Sonoma  Counties; 

(8)  Then  in  a  generally  northwest 
direction  along  the  Napa-Sonoma 
county  line,  through  sections  10,  9, 4,  5, 
32,  33,  32,  29,  20.  and  19,  to  the  begiiming 
point  on  the  Calistoga  quadrangle  map 
at  the  boundary  between  sections  18 
and  19  in  T8N/R6W. 

Approved:  May  21, 1992 
Stephen  Higgins, 

Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-12916  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  aiO-31-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  165 
[CGD1  92-4)04] 

Safety  Zone:  Rhode  Island  Sound, 
Narragansett  Bay,  Providence  River 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTKMi:  Notice  of  proposed  miemaking. 

SUMMARY;  The  Coast  Guard  proposes  to 
amend  the  regulation  concerning  the 
safety  zone  required  around  LPG  vessels 
moored  at  the  LPG  facility  in  the  Port  of 
Providence.  The  amendment  would 
reduce  the  distance  a  vessel  must  moor 
from  an  LPG  vessel  at  the  LPG  facility  in 
the  Port  of  Providence  from  400  feet  to 
200  feet.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
eliminate  unnecessary  economic 
hardship  on  the  commercial  shipping  • 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  57,  No.  108  /  Thursday,  June  4,  1992  /  Proposed  Rules 


industry.  Reduction  of  the  required 
empty  pier  space  from  400  feet  to  200 
feet  fore  and  aft  of  LPG  vessels  will 
continue  to  provide  the  necessary  level 
of  safety  and  will  also  provide  the  space 
necessary  to  respond  effectively  to  an 
LPG  emergency. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  20, 1992. 

ADOfiESSES:  Comments  should  be 
mailed  to  the  Commanding  Officer, 
Marine  Safety  Office.  John  O'Pastore 
Federal  Building,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island  02903-1790,  or  may  be  delivered 
to  room  217  at  the  above  address 
between  7:30  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 
The  telephone  number  is  (401)  528-5335. 
The  Marine  Safety  Office  maintains  the 
public  docket  for  this  rulemaking. 
Comments  will  become  part  of  this 
docket  and  will  be  available  for 
inspection  or  copying  at  room  217, 

Marine  Safety  Office  Providence. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
LTJG  Tina  Burke  at  (401)  528-5335. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Coast  Guard  encourages 
interested  persons  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  by  submitting  written  data, 
views,  or  argiunents.  Persons  submitting 
comments  should  include  their  name 
and  address,  identify  this  rulemaking 
(CGDl  92-004]  and  the  specific  section 
of  this  proposal  to  which  each  comment 
applies,  and  give  a  reason  for  each 
comment  Persons  wanting 
acknowledgment  of  receipt  of  comments 
should  enclose  a  stamped,  self- 
addressed  postcard  or  envelope. 

The  Coast  Guard  will  consider  all 
comments  received  during  the  comment 
period  and  may  change  this  proposal  in 
view  of  the  comments. 

The  Coast  Guard  plans  no  public 
hearing.  Persons  may  request  a  public 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  Marine  Safety 
Office  at  the  address  under 
"ADDRESSES.**  If  it  determines  that  the 
opportunity  for  oral  presentations  will 
aid  this  rulemaking,  the  Coast  Guard 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  at  a  time  and 
place  announced  by  a  later  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  document  are  LTJG  Tina 
Burke.  Project  Officer,  Marine  Safety 
Office  Providence,  and  LCDR  J.  Astley, 
Project  Counsel,  First  Coast  Guard 
District  Legal  Office. 

Background  and  Purpose 

The  regulations  contained  in  33  CFR 
165.121  outline  safety  zones  required  for 


LPG  vessel  visiting  the  Port  of 
Providence  under  a  variety  of 
conditions.  The  regulations  establish 
safety  zones  around  LPG  vessels  at 
anchor,  transiting  Narragansett  Bay. 
while  moored  at  the  LPG  facflity.  Port  of 
Providence,  and  around  the  shoreside 
manifold  during  LPG  transfer 
operations.  The  proposed  amendment 
only  concerns  the  safety  zone  required 
around  LPG  vessels  moored  at  the  LPG 
facility.  Port  of  Providence. 

33  CFR  165.121(a)(3)  establishes  a  50 
foot  safety  zone  around  a  moored  LPG 
vessel  and  also  requires  that  no  vessel 
may  moor  within  400  feet  of  an  LPG 
vessel  moored  at  the  facility.  Industry 
personnel  have  continually  expressed 
dissatisfaction  with  the  400  foot 
requirement,  contending  that  it  places 
an  unnecessary  economic  burden  on  the 
industry  involved  in  and  affected  by 
LPG  evolutions. 

Research  into  the  issue  has  shown 
that  prohibiting  vessels  from  mooring 
within  400  feet  ffiim  LPG  vessels  moored 
at  the  LPG  facility.  Port  of  Providence,  is 
excessive  and  uimecessary.  The  purpose 
of  requiring  that  other  vessels  moor  a 
certain  distance  from  LPG  vessels  is  to 
eliminate  risk  of  ignition  sources  as  well 
as  to  ensure  the  availability  of  space 
around  the  vessel  to  respond  to  any  type 
of  emergency.  The  safety  zone 
established  around  a  vessel  when 
moored  at  the  facility  is  50  feet  Thus  the 
vessel  is  considered  safe  from  ignition 
sources  at  a  minimum  of  50  feet  A  50 
foot  zone  is  not  sufficient  however,  in 
the  event  that  a  vessel  needs  to  be 
moved  in  response  to  an  emergency. 
Therefore,  reduction  of  the  requirement 
from  400  feet  to  200  feet  would  continue 
to  provide  ignition  source  protection  and 
would  also  provide  the  space  necessary 
for  shoreside  or  waterside  firenghting  or 
for  tug  assistance  during  emergency 
break-away  frxim  the  pier. 

Regulatory  Evaluation 

This  proposal  is  not  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  not 
significant  under  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11040;  February  26, 
1979).  The  Coast  Guard  expects  the 
economic  impact  of  this  proposal  to  be 
so  minimal  that  a  Regulatory  Evaluation 
is  unnecessary.  The  Coast  Guard 
expects  the  impact  of  this  proposal  to  be 
minimal  on  all  entities  because  the 
result  of  the  amendment  will  be  one  of 
deregulation,  making  the  present 
regulations  less  restrictive.  If  the 
£unendment  has  any  effect,  it  will  be  a 
positive  effect  on  impacted  entities. 
Reduction  of  the  safety  zone  around 
moored  LPG  vessels  ^m  400  feet  to  200 
feet  will  benefit  the  LPG  facility 


economically  in  that  the  total  pierspace 
for  which  they  must  pay  to  meet  the 
regulations  is  reduced  from  a  total  of  ^ 
feet  to  400  feet  This  will  also  benefit  the 
port  of  Providence  economically  in  that 
more  pierspace  will  be  available  for 
other  ships  to  moor  while  an  LPG  vessel 
is  in  port. 

Small  Entities 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(5  U.S.C  601  et  seq.),  the  Coast  Guard 
must  consider  whether  this  proposal  will 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
"Small  entities”  include  independently 
owned  and  operated  small  businesses 
that  are  not  dominant  in  their  field  and 
that  otherwise  qualify  as  "small 
business  concerns”  under  section  3  of 
the  Small  Business  Act  (15  U.S.C.  632). 

For  the  reasons  outlined  in  the 
Regulatory  Evaluation,  the  Coast  Guard 
expects  that  this  proposal  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  any 
entity.  Therefore,  the  Coast  Guard 
certifies  under  5  U.S.C.  605(b]  that  this 
proposal,  if  adopted,  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  It 
however,  you  think  that  your  business 
qualifies  as  a  small  entity  and  that  this 
proposal  will  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  your  business, 
please  submit  a  comment  (see 
"ADDRESSES")  explaining  why  you  think 
your  business  qualifies  and  in  what  way 
and  to  what  degree  this  proposal  will 
economically  affect  your  business. 

Collect  of  Information 

This  proposal  contains  no  collection 
of  information  requirements  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 

3501  et  seq.) 

Federalism 

The  Coast  Guard  has  analyzed  this 
proposal  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  and  criteria  contained  in 
Executive  Order  12612  and  has 
determined  that  this  proposal  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment 

Environment 

The  Coast  Guard  considered  the 
environmental  impact  of  this  proposal 
and  concluded  that  under  section  2.B.2.C 
of  Commandant  Instruction  M16475.1B, 
this  proposal  is  categorically  excluded 
from  filler  environmental 
documentation.  A  Categorical  Exclusion 
Determination  is  available  in  the  docket 
for  inspection  or  copying  where 
indicated  under  “addresses.” 
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list  of  Subjects  In  33  CFR  Part  165 

Harbors.  Marine  safety.  Navigation 
(water).  Security  measures,  Vessels, 
Waterways. 

Proposed  Regulations 

In  consideration  of  tke  foregoing,  part 
165  of  Title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  proposed  to  be  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  165— (AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  165 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  1231;  SO  U.S.C.  191: 49 
CFR  1.46  and  33  CFR  1.05-l{g).  6.04-1,  6.04-6, 
and  160.5. 

2.  Section  165.121  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(3]  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  165.121  Safety  Zone:  Rhode  Island 
Sound,  Narragansett  Bay,  Providence  River, 
(a)*  *  * 

(3)  For  LiqueHed  Petroleum  Gas  (LPG) 
vessels  while  moored  at  the  LPG  facility. 
Port  of  Providence;  a  Safety  Zone  within 
50  feet  around  the  vessel.  No  vessel 
shall  moor  within  200  feet  from  the  LPG 
vessel.  All  vessels  transiting  the  area 
are  to  proceed  with  caution  to  minimize 
the  effects  of  wake  around  the  LPG 
vessel. 

•  *  «  *  * 

Dated:  May  18. 1992. 

H.D.  Robinson, 

Captain.  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port.  Providence,  Rl. 

(FR  Doc.  92-12938  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
46  CFR  Parts  510, 580  and  582 
(Docket  No.  92-27) 

Filing  Requirements  for  Anti-Rebate 
Certifications 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  proposed  to  amend  its 
regulations  which  govern  certification  of 
freight  forwarder  and  carrier  policies 
and  efforts  to  combat  rebating  in  the 
foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States. 
The  proposed  amendments  will  reduce 
the  annual  certification  filing 
requirement  to  every  two  years.  The 
intent  of  this  proposal  is,  without  loss  of 
regulatory  effectiveness,  to  reduce  the 
cost  imposed  on  regulated  companies  by 
these  regulations  and  to  reduce  the  cost 
incurred  by  the  Commission  in 
administering  them. 


DATES:  Comments  due  July  6, 1992. 
Comments  must  be  received  at  the 
Commission  by  the  due  date;  the  date  of 
mailing  will  not  be  accepted  as  the  date 
of  filing  in  this  proceeding. 
addresses:  Comments  (original  and  IS 
copies)  are  to  be  submitted  to:  Joseph  C 
Polking,  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20573,  (202)  523-5725. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Seymour  Glanzer,  Director.  Bureau  of 
Hearing  Counsel,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street.  NW.. 
Washington.  DC  20573,  (202)  523-5783 
(Phone),  (202)  523-5785  (FAX). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

Section  IS  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984 
(“1984  Act").  46  U.S.C.  app.  1714, 
mandates  that  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  (“Commission")  require  the 
Chief  Executive  O^icer  (“CEO")  of  each 
common  carrier  to  Hie  with  the 
Commission  a  written  anti-rebating 
certification  (“ARC”)  under  oath. 

Section  15  also  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  require  the  CEO  of  ocean 
freight  forwarder  to  file  ARCs  under 
oath. 

Part  582  of  the  Commission's  rules,  46 
CFR  part  582,  implements  section  15  of 
the  1984  Act  by  establishing  the  content 
of  ARCs  and  procedures  governing  their 
filing.  Under  part  582,  the  CEO  of  a 
common  carrier  in  the  foreign  commerce 
of  the  United  States  must  file  an  ARC 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
December  31  of  each  year.  Part  580,  46 
CFR  at  580.5(c)(2)(ii),  governs  tariff 
requirements  regarding  ocean  carriers' 
ARCS. 

Similarly,  part  510  of  the 
Commission's  rules,  at  46  CFR  510.25, 
requires  licensed  ocean  freight 
forwarders  to  file  ARCs  on  or  before 
December  31  of  each  year.  The  content 
of  freight  forwarders'  ARCs  and  the 
procedures  for  filing  them  is  governed 
by  part  582,  supra. 

Section  15  of  the  1984  Act  also 
provides  that  whoever  fails  to  file  an 
ARC  required  by  the  Commission  is 
liable  to  the  United  States  for  a  civil 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $5,000  for  each 
day  the  violation  continues. 

The  Commission  proposes  to  amend 
parts  510,  580  and  5^  of  its  rules  to 
require  ARCs  be  filed  every  two  years 
rather  than  annually.  If  this  proposal 
becomes  final,  appropriate  changes  also 
will  be  made  to  the  final  rule 
promulgated  at  46  CFR  514, 
implementing  the  Commission's 
automated  tariff  filing  and  information 
system.  See  e.g.  §  514.1(c)(l)(iii)  of  the 
September  9. 1991,  Propos^  Rule  in 


FMC  Docket  No.  90-23  Tarifis  and 
Service  Contracts  (56  FR  46055).  Hiis 
should  reduce  the  administrative  and 
cost  burdens  on  the  regulated  industry, 
as  well  as  on  the  Commission,  without 
causing  any  appreciable  loss  of 
regulatory  efiectiveness. 

For  administrative  consistency,  the 
proposed  rule  requires  that  ARCs  be 
filed  by  December  31  of  each  even- 
numbered  year.  (The  proposed  rule  also 
makes  technical  changes  to  reflect  the 
redesignation  of  the  Commission's 
Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation  as  the 
Bureau  of  Tarifis,  Certification  and 
Licensing.) 

Although  the  Commission,  as  an 
independent  regulatory  agency,  is  not 
subject  to  Executive  Order  12291,  dated 
February  17, 1981.  it  nonetheless  has 
reviewed  the  rule  in  terms  of  that  Order 
and  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  “major  rule”  as  defined  in  Executive 
Order  12291  because  it  will  not  result  in: 

(1)  Annual  effect  on  the  economy  of 
$100  million  or  more; 

(2)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal.  State  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or 

(3)  Significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investmenL 
productivity,  innovations,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
certifies,  pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C 
605(b),  that  this  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities, 
including  small  businesses,  small 
organizational  units  and  small 
government  jurisdictions. 

This  proposed  rule  does  not  contain 
any  collection  of  information 
requirements  that  require  submission  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
("OMB").  Therefore,  OMB  review  is  not 
required. 

List  of  Subjects 

46  CFR  Part  510 

Freight  forwarders.  Maritime  carriers. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Surety  bonds. 

46  CFR  Pari  580 

Freight,  Maritime  carriers.  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

46  CFR  Part  582 

Maritime  carriers.  Penalties,  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 
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Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553 
and  section  15  and  19  of  the  Shipping 
Act  of  1984, 46  U.S.C.  app.  1714  and 
1718,  parts  510,  580  and  582  of  title  46, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  are 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  510— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  510 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  553. 46  U.S.C.  app.  1702, 
1707, 1709, 1710, 1712, 1714, 1716  and  1718;  21 
U.S.C.  853a. 

2.  Section  510.25  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  510.25  Anti-rebate  certifications. 

(a)  Every  licensed  ocean  freight 
forwarder  shall  file  an  anti-rebating 
certificate  on  or  before  December  31, 

1992  and,  thereafter,  on  or  before 
December  31  of  each  succeeding  even- 
numbered  calendar  year. 

(b)  Every  applicant  for  an  ocean 
freight  forwarder  license  shall  file  an 
anti-rebating  certificate  with  its  license 
application.  Any  application  for  an 
ocean  freight  forwarder  license  that 
does  not  include  an  anti-rebate 
certification  in  acccordance  with 

§  510.12  and  part  582  of  this  chapter 
shall  be  rejected.  Certificates  filed  with 
license  applications  shall  be  valid  from 
the  granting  of  an  ocean  freight 
forwarder  license  through  the  first 
succeeding  December  31  of  an  even- 
numbered  calendar  year. 

(c)  The  anti-rebating  certificate  shall 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  part 
582  of  this  chapter. 

PART  580— [AMENDED] 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  part  580 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  553;  46  U.S.C.  app.  1702- 
1705. 1707. 1709. 1710-1712. 1714-1716. 1718. 
and  1722. 

4.  Section  580.5(c)(2)(ii)(B]  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  580.5  Tariff  contents. 

•  *  *  *  « 

(c)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(ii)  *  *  * 

(B)  In  addition  to  the  anti-rebate  tariff 
provision,  an  anti-rebating  certificate 
shall  be  filed  by  every  common  carrier 
with  its  initial  tariff,  and  thereafter,  on 
each  succeeding  December  31  of  an 
even-numbered  calendar  year.  The  anti¬ 
rebating  certificate  shall  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  part  582  of  this 
chapter.  Failure  of  a  common  carrier  to 
file  an  anti-rebate  certification  with 
intiital  tariffs  and  publish  notice  of  that 
certification  in  its  tariff  as  required  by 


this  part  and  part  582  of  this  chapter 
shall  result  in  rejection  of  that  carrier's 
tariff.  Any  common  carrier  who  fails  to 
file  an  anti-rebate  certification  as 
required  by  part  582  of  this  chapter  will 
be  notified  by  Federal  Register 
publication  and  by  certified  mail  that  if 
within  forty-five  (45)  days  fi*om  the  date 
the  certified  notice  is  mailed  the 
common  carrier  does  not  either 
establish  that  the  required  anti-rebate 
certification  was  filed  in  accordance 
with  this  part  and  part  582  of  this 
chapter  or  file  the  required  anti-rebate 
certification,  its  tariff  will  be  canceled, 
and  in  the  event  its  rates  are  published 
in  one  or  more  conference  tarifis,  its 
name  will  be  stricken  fi-om  the  list  of 
carriers  participating  in  those 
conference  tariffs.  The  tariffjs)  of  any 
common  carrier  who  files  an  anti-rebate 
certification  after  December  31  but 
before  the  end  of  the  forty-five  (45)  days 
notice  period  will  not  be  canceled: 
however,  the  common  carrier  will  be 
subject  to  civil  penalties  as  provided  in 
part  582  of  this  chapter.  After  the  forty- 
five  (45)  days,  any  common  carrier  that 
does  not  have  an  anti-rebate 
certification  on  file  with  the 
Commmission  will  be  notified  by 
Federal  Register  publication  and 
certified  mail,  return  receipt  requested, 
that  its  tariff(s)  have  been  canceled  or 
its  name  has  been  stricken  fit)m 
conference  tariffis). 

*  *  #  •  * 

PART  582— [AMENDED] 

5.  The  authority  citation  for  part  582 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  553;  46  U.S.C.  app.  1701, 
1702, 1707, 1709, 1712  and  1714-1716. 

6.  Section  582.3  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  562.3  Reporting  requirements. 

(a)  Every  common  carrier  required  by 
this  part  to  file  a  written  certification  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  §  582.2,  shall  file 
such  certification  with  its  initial  tariff 
and,  thereafter,  on  or  before  December 
31  of  each  succeeding  even-numbered 
calendar  year. 

(b)  Every  licensed  ocean  freight 
forwarder,  required  by  §  510.25  of  this 
chapter  to  file  a  written  certification  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  $  582.2,  shall  file 
such  ceritifcation  on  or  before  December 
31, 1992  and,  thereafter,  on  or  before 
December  31  of  each  succeeding  even- 
numbered  calendar  year.  Every 
applicant  for  an  ocean  freight  forwarder 
license  initially  shall  file  such 
certification  with  its  license  application. 

(c)  The  certification  required  by  this 
section  shall  be  valid  from  the  initial 
filing  of  a  tariff  or  granting  of  an  ocean 


freight  forwarder  license  through  the 
first  succeeding  December  31  of  an 
even-numbered  calendar  year. 

(d)  Every  person  other  than  a  common 
carrier  or  ocean  fi'eight  forwarder  which 
is  ordered  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  §  582.2  to  file  a  lyritten  certification 
shall  file  such  certification  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Commission. 

(e)  In  those  instances  in  which  a 
single  firm  operates  in  more  than  one 
capacity,  such  as  both  a  non-vessel- 
operating  common  carrier  and  an  ocean 
fHeght  forwarder,  a  single  certificate 
may  be  submitted  to  satisfy  the 
reporting  requirements  of  ^is  section, 
loseph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13035  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  cooe  6730-01-M 


46  CFR  Parts  520, 550  and  580 

[Docket  No.  92-26] 

Filing  of  Tariffs  by  Terminal  Barge 
Operators  in  Pacific  Slope  States— 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  proposes  to  remove  46  CFR 
part  520 — Filing  of  Tariffs  by  Terminal 
Barge  Operators  in  Pacific  Slope  States 
and  to  amend  46  CFR  parts  550  and  580 
to  exempt  certain  marine  terminal  barge 
operators  from  the  tariff  filing 
requirements  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
and  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984.  This 
action  is  being  proposed  because  there 
no  longer  appears  to  be  a  regulatory 
need  for  part  520. 

DATES:  Comments  on  or  before  July  6, 
1992.  Comments  must  be  received  at  the 
Commission  by  the  due  date;  the  date  of 
mailing  will  not  be  accepted  as  the  date 
of  filing  in  this  proceeding.. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  (original  and  15 
copies]  are  to  be  submitted  to:  Joseph  C. 
Polking,  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20573,  (202)  523-5725. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Bryant  L  VanBrakle,  Director,  Bureau  of 
Tariffs,  Certification  and  Licensing, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20573, 

(202)  523-5796. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
(“Conunission”)  administers,  inter  alia, 
section  3  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916 
(“1916  Act”),  46  U.S.a  app.  804 
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^Section  3”).  Section  3  requires  the 
filing  of  tariffs  by  terminal  barge 
operators  who  meet  several  very 
speciffc  criteria.^  Section  3  was  added 
to  the  1916  Act  to  clarify  the 
jurisdictional  roles  of  the  Commission 
and  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  concerning  barge 
movements  on  one  particular  inland 
waterway. 

The  Commission's  regulations 
implementing  section  3  are  at  46  CFR 
part  520.  In  general  terms,  section  3  and 
these  regulations  require  tariffs  to  be 
filed  by  terminal  barge  operators  in 
Pacific  Slope  States  moving  containers 
or  containerized  cargo  by  barge 
between  points  in  the  United  States,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  points  in  foreign 
countries  or  non-contiguous  political 
jurisdictions  of  the  United  States,  on  the 
other.* 

The  Commission  now  proposes  to 
remove  46  CFR  part  520  and  to  amend  46 
CFR  parts  550  and  580  to  exempt 
terminal  barge  operators  in  Pacific  Slope 
States  from  filing  tariffs  for  the  services 
provided  under  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  Section  3.* 

Title  46  CFR  part  520  has  been  in 
effect  since  1975.  There  is,  however,  no 
record  of  any  recent  filing  of  tariffs 
pursuant  to  these  regulations.  The 
Commission  believes,  therefore,  that  it 
would  be  appropriate  to  remove  part  520 


'  Section  3  provides,  in  pertinent  part: 

Notwithstanding  part  III  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  901  et.  se<f.), 
or  any  other  provision  of  law.  rates  and  charges  for 
the  barging  and  affreighting  of  containers  and 
containerized  cargo  by  barge  between  points  in  the 
United  States,  shall  be  Hied  solely  with  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  In  accordance  «vith  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  by  the  Commission  where 
(a)  the  cargo  is  moving  between  a  point  in  a  foreign 
country  or  a  non-contiguous  State,  territory,  or 
possession  and  a  point  in  the  United  States,  (b)  the 
transportation  by  barge  between  points  in  the 
United  States  is  furnished  by  a  terminal  operator  as 
a  service  substitute  in  lieu  of  a  direct  vessel  call  by 
the  common  carrier  by  water  transporting  the 
containers  or  containerized  cargo  under  a  through 
bill  of  lading,  (c)  such  terminal  operator  is  a  Pacific 
Slope  State,  municipality,  or  other  public  body  or 
agency  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  and  the  only  one  furnishing 
the  particular  circumscribed  barge  service  in 
question  as  of  the  date  of  enactment  hereof,  and  (d) 
such  terminal  operator  is  in  compliance  with  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  for  the  operation  of  such  barge  service. 
The  terminal  operator  providing  such  services  shall 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916. 

*  The  Commission's  regulations  for  the  filing  of 
tariffs  In  the  domestic  offshore  commerce  of  the 
United  States  are  at  46  CFR  part  550.  while  the 
regulations  for  tariffs  in  the  foreign  commerce  are  at 
46  CFR  part  SSa 

*  Should  this  proposed  exemption  become  a  Final 
Rule,  it  vrill  be  incorporated  into  new  part  514. 
which,  when  finalized,  will  provide  for  the 
Automated  Tariff  Filing  and  Information  system. 

See  SS  514.1(cK3Hii)  and  S14J(aK7)  of  the  Proposed 
Rule  of  September  9. 1991.  56  FR  46055  and  46061. 


and  to  provide  an  exemption  under 
pcurts  550  and  580  with  regard  to  the 
requirement  to  file  tariffs  with  the 
Commission. 

Section  35  of  the  1916  Act  46  U.S.C. 
app.  833a,  and  section  16  of  the  Shipping 
Act  of  1984  (“1984  Act”),  46  U.S.a  app, 
1715,  provide  that  the  Commission  may 
by  order  or  rule  exempt  for  the  future 
any  specified  activity  of  persons  subject 
to  the  1916  Act  or  the  1984  Act  from  any 
requirement  of  the  1916  Act  the  1984 
Act  or  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act  1933, 
where  the  Commission  finds  that  such 
exemption  will  not  substantially  impair 
effective  regulation  by  the  Commission, 
be  unjustly  discriminatory,  result  in  a 
substantial  reduction  in  competition 
(1984  Act  only)  or  be  detrimental  to 
commerce.  It  appears  that  the  proposed 
exemptions  would  meet  these  criteria. 

Although  the  Commission,  as  an 
independent  regulatory  agency,  is  not 
subject  to  Executive  Order  12291,  dated 
February  17, 1981,  it  nonetheless  has 
reviewed  the  rule  in  terms  of  this  Order 
and  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  “major  rule”  because  it  will  not  result 
in: 

(1)  An  aimual  effect  on  the  economy 
of  $1(X)  million  or  more; 

(2)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or 

(3)  Significant  adverse  effect  on 
competition,  emplo3rment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovations,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
mcurkets. 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
certifies,  pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  that  this  Proposed  Rule,  if 
adopted,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities,  including  small 
businesses,  small  organizational  units, 
and  small  governmental  organizations. 

This  proposed  rule  does  not  contain 
any  collection  of  information 
requirements  as  defined  by  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980,  as 
amended.  Therefore,  OMB  review  is  not 
required. 

List  of  Subjects 

46  CFR  Part  520 

Freight,  Maritime  carriers.  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

46  CFR  Part  550 

Maritime  carriers;  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 


46CFRPart580 

Cargo,  Cargo  vessels;  Freight;  Exports; 
Harbors;  Imports;  Maritime  carriers. 
Rates;  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements;  Surety  bonds;  Water 
carriers;  Water  transportation. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553; 
sections  3, 18(a)  and  43  of  the  Shipping 
Act  1916. 46  U.S.C.  app.  804,  817(a)  and 
841a;  section  2  of  the  Intercoastal 
Shipping  Act  1933, 46  U.S.C.  app.  844; 
and  sections  8, 10. 11, 12, 13. 17  and  23  of 
the  Shipping  Act  of  1984, 46  U.S.C  app. 
1707, 1709. 1710, 1711, 1712, 1716  and 
1722;  parts  520,  550  and  580  of  title  46  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  S20->{REMOVED] 

Part  520  is  removed. 

PART  550— (AMENDED) 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  550 
continues  to  read  as-follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  553;  46  U.S.C  app.  612, 
814.  815.  817,  820.  833a.  841a.  843,  844.  845. 
854a.  845b.  and  847. 

2.  Section  550.1(a)(10)  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  550.1  Exemptions. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(10)  Transportation  provided  by 
terminal  barge  operators  in  Pacific  Slope 
States  barging  containers  and 
containerized  cargo  by  barge  between 
points  in  the  United  States  where: 

(i)  The  cargo  is  moving  between  a 
point  in  a  foreign  country  or  a  non¬ 
contiguous  State,  territory,  or  possession 
and  a  point  in  the  United  States; 

(11)  The  transporation  by  barge 
between  points  in  the  United  States  is 
furnished  by  a  terminal  operator  as  a 
service  substitute  in  lieu  of  a  direct 
vessel  call  by  the  common  carrier  by 
water  transporting  the  containers  or 
containerized  cargo  under  a  through  bill 
of  lading;  and 

(iii)  Such  terminal  operator  is  a  Pacific 
Slope  State,  municipality,  or  other  public 
body  or  agency  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  and  the  only  one  furnishing 
the  particular  circumscribed  barge 
service  in  question  as  of  January  2, 1975. 
•  •  •  «  « 

PART  580— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  580 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.SC  553;  46  U.S.C.  app.  170^ 
1705, 1707, 1700. 1710-1712, 1714-1716. 1718, 
and  1722. 
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2.  Section  580.1(c)(9)  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

i  580.1  Exemptions  and  exclusions. 

*  *  *  •  * 

(c)  *  *  * 

(9)  Transportation  provided  by 
terminal  barge  operators  in  Pacibc  Slope 
States  barging  containers  and 
containerized  cargo  by  barge  between 
points  in  the  United  States  where: 

(i)  The  cargo  is  moving  between  a 
point  in  a  foreign  coimtry  or  a  non¬ 
contiguous  State,  territory,  or  possession 
and  a  point  in  the  United  States; 

(ii)  The  transportation  by  barge 
between  points  in  the  United  States  is 
furnished  by  a  terminal  operator  as  a 
service  substitute  in  lieu  of  a  direct 
vessel  call  by  the  common  carrier  by 
water  transporting  the  containers  or 
containerized  cargo  under  a  through  bill 
of  lading;  and 

(iii)  Such  terminal  operator  is  a  Pacific 
Slope  State,  municipality,  or  other  public 
body  or  agency  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  and  the  only  one  furnishing 
the  particular  circumscribed  barge 
service  in  question  as  of  January  2, 1975. 
«  *  *  *  * 

By  the  Commission, 
loseph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13034  Filed  &-3-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNC  CODE  6730-01-M 


46  CFR  Parts  550  and  580 

(Docket  No.  92-78] 

Elimination  of  Certain  Regulatory 
Provisions 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  proposes  to  amend  its 
regulations  governing  the  publishing, 
filing  and  posting  of  carrier  tariffs  to 
eliminate  certain  outdated  or 
unnecessary  regulatory  provisions. 
DATES:  Comments  due  July  6, 1992. 
Comments  must  be  received  at  the 
Commission  by  the  due  date;  the  date  of 
mailing  will  not  be  accepted  as  the  date 
of  filing  in  this  proceeding. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  are  to  be 
submitted  to:  Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20573,  (202)  523-5725. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Bryant  L  VanBrakle,  Director,  Bureau  of 
Tariffs,  Certification  and  Licensing. 
Federal  Maritime  Commission.  1100  L 


Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20573, 

(202)  523-5796. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Rules 
and  regulations  governing  the 
publication  and  filing  of  tariffs  for  the 
waterborne  transportation  of  property 
and  passengers  performed  by  common 
carriers  in  die  domestic  offshore  trades, 
as  required  by  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 46 
U.S.C.  app.  801  et  seq.,  and  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act  1933, 46 
U.S.C.  app.  843  et  seq.,  are  set  forth  in  46 
CFR  part  550.  Similarly,  rules  and 
regulations  governing  the  publication 
and  filing  of  tariffs  for  the  transportation 
of  property  performed  by  common 
carriers  in  the  U.S./foreign  trades,  as 
required  by  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984,  46 
U.S.C.  app.  1701  et  seq.,  are  set  forth  in 
46  CFR  part  580. 

A  review  of  parts  550  and  580 
disclosed  certain  provisions  which  no 
longer  serve  any  regulatory  purpose  or 
whose  purpose  has  expired. 

Section  550.1(8)(9),  46  CFR  550.1(a)(9), 
provides  for  the  exemption  fitim  the 
tariff  filing  requirements  applicable  to 
the  domestic  offshore  trades  for 
transportation  by  Puget  Sound  Tug  & 
Barge  Company  of  general  cargo  in  non¬ 
self-propelled  barges  fi'om  Seattle, 
Washington  to  the  vicinity  of  Kivalina, 
Alaska,  during  calendar  years  1988  and 
1989.  This  exemption  has  expired. 
Similarly.  §  580.12(c),  46  CFR  580.12(c). 
which  provides  for  the  continuation  of 
certain  time/volume  rate  contracts 
entered  into  prior  to  June  18, 1984,  until 
July  17. 1985,  or  the  term  specified  in  the 
contract,  whichever  occurs  first,  has 
expired. 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
(“Commission”)  also  proposes  to  amend 
§  550.5(b)(8)(xiv),  46  CFR 
550.5(b)(8)(xiv).  and  delete  §  550.8,  46 
CFRT  550.8. 

Section  550.5(b)(8)(xiv)  refers  to  the 
Automobile  Maufacturers’ 
Measurements  guide,  the  publication  of 
which  was  indefinitely  suspended  by 
the  Commission  on  July  15, 1987  (52  FR 
26479).  Since  the  Commission  suspended 
its  publication,  the  Commission  has  not 
received  any  complaints  or  requests  to 
reinstitute  publication  of  the  guide. 
Consequently,  the  reference  to  this 
publication  is  deleted. 

Section  550.8  governs  the  filing  of 
tariffs  applicable  to  through  intermodal 
transportation  in  the  United  States 
domestic  offshore  trades.  It  has  been 
determined  that  joint  rail/water  and 
motor/water  rates  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  See  Puerto  Rico  Maritime 
Shipping  Authority  v.  ICC,  645  F.2d  1102 
(D.C,  Cir.  1981);  Trailer  Marine 


Transportation  Co.  v.  FMC,  602  F.2d  329 
(D.C.  Cir.  1979). 

In  view  of  the  above,  the  Commission 
proposes  the  amendment  of  46  CFR 
550.5(b)(8)(xiv)  and  the  removal  of  46 
CFR  550.8.  If  these  proposals  are 
adopted,  the  Commission  will  ensure 
that  new  Part  514,  the  Automated  Tariff 
Filing  and  Information  system  rules,  is 
appropriately  conformed. 

Although  the  Commission,  as  an 
independent  regulatory  agency,  is  not 
subject  to  Executive  Order  12291,  dated  • 
February  17, 1981,  it  nonetheless  has 
reviewed  the  proposed  rule  in  terms  of 
that  Order  and  determined  that  the 
proposed  rule  is  not  a  “major  rule”  as 
defined  in  Executive  Order  12291 
because  it  will  not  result  in: 

(1)  An  annual  effect  on  the  economy 
of  $100  million  or  more: 

(2)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or 

(3)  Significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  iimovations,  or  the  ability 
of  United  States-based  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreign-based  enterprises 
in  the  domestic  or  export  markets. 

Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.,  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  certifies  that  the 
proposed  rule  will  not,  if  adopted,  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities, 
including  small  businesses,  small 
organizational  units  and  small 
government  jurisdictions. 

This  proposed  rule  does  not  contain 
any  collection  of  information 
requirements  as  defined  by  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980,  as 
amended.  Therefore,  OMB  review  is  not 
required. 

List  of  Subjects 

46  CFR  Part  550 

Maritime  carriers.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

46  CFR  Part  580 

Freight,  Maritime  carriers.  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553; 
sections  18,  35  and  43  of  the  Shipping 
Act.  1916, 46  U.S.C.  app.  817,  833a  and 
841a;  section  2  of  the  Intercoastal 
Shipping  Act,  1933,  46  U.S.C.  app.  844; 
and  sections  8, 10, 11. 12, 13, 17  and  23  of 
the  Shipping  Act  of  1984, 46  U.S.C.  app. 
1707, 1709, 1710, 1711, 1712, 1716  and 
1722;  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  proposed  to  be  amended 
as  follows: 
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PART  550— {AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  550 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  553: 46  U.S.C.  app.  812, 
814,  815,  817,  820,  833a,  841a,  843,  844,  845, 
845a.  845b.  and  847. 

§  550.  [Amended] 

2.  Section  550.1(a)(9)  is  removed. 

3.  Section  550.5(b)(8)(xiv)(A) 
introductory  text  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  550.5  Contents  of  tariffs. 

*  *  *  «  « 

(b) - 

(8)  *  *  * 

(xiv)  *  .*  * 

(A)  Automobiles  shall  be  rated  by 
measure.  The  cubic  measurements  for  « 
the  five  most  recent  model  years  will  be 
that  prescribed  by  the  manufacturer  of 
the  particular  make  and  model  as  shown 

on  pages _ to _ herein. 

«  ♦  «  «  • 

4.  Section  550.8  is  removed  and 
reserved. 

PART  580— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  580 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  553: 46  U.S.C.  app.  1702- 
1705, 1707, 1709, 1710-1712, 1714-1716, 1718, 
and  1722. 

§  580.12  [Removed] 

2.  Section  580.12(c]  is  removed. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13036  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  SrSO-OI-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFRPart  73 

[MM  Docket  No.  91-259,  Rms-7309, 7942, 
7943, 7944, 7948] 

Radio  Broadcasting  Services; 
Canovanas,  Culebra,sLas  Piedras, 
Mayaguez,  Quebradillas,  San  Juan, 
Santa  Isabel  and  Vieques,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  Christiansted  and  Fredericksted, 
Virgin  Islands 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule;  further  notice. 

summary:  The  Commission  requests 
comments  on  a  counterproposal  and 


interrelated  proposals  Hied  in  response 
to  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
in  this  proceeding.  See  56  FR  46763, 
September  16, 1991.  Amor  Family 
Broadcasting  Group  seeks  the  allotment 
of  Channel  251 A  to  Santa  Isabel,  Puerto 
Rico,  as  its  first  local  aural  transmission 
service.  V.I,  Stereo  Communications 
Corp.  requests  the  reallotment  of 
Channel  291B  from  Christiansted,  Virgin 
Islands,  to  Vieques,  Puerto  Rico,  the 
modification  of  Station  WVIS’  license 
accordingly,  and  the  substitution  of 
Channel  254A  for  unoccupied  but 
applied  for  Channel  293A  at  Culebra, 
Puerto  Rico.  Luis  Hernandez  requests 
the  allotment  of  Channel  253A  to 
Fredericksted,  Virgin  Islands,  as  its  first 
local  aural  transmission  service.  Carlos 
J.  Colon-Ventura  counterproposes  the 
substitution  of  Channel  252A  for 
Channel  255B  at  Vieques,  the 
reallotment  of  Channel  to  Las  Piedras, 
Puerto  Rico,  instead  of  Canovanas, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  modification  of 
Station  WSAN’s  license  accordingly. 
These  channel  allotments  require  the 
same  channel  changes  at  San  Juan, 
Mayaguez  and  Quebradillas  as  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making, 
supra.  See  Supplementary  Information, 
infra. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  20, 1992,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  August  4, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington  DC  20554.  In 
addition  to  filing  comment  with  the  FCC, 
interested  parties  should  serve  the 
petitioner,  or  its  counsel  or  consultant, 
as  follows:  James  L.  Oyster,  Esq.,  Route 
1,  Box  203A,  Castleton,  Virginia  22716 
(Counsel  to  Arzuaga);  Frank  R.  Jazzo, 
Esq.,  Fletcher,  Heald  &  Hildreth,  1225 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  suite  400, 
Washington  DC  20036-2679  (Counsel  to 
Colon-Ventura):  Jose  Manuel  Rodriquez, 
President,  Amor  Family  Broadcasting 
Group,  P.O.  Box  1295,  Santa  Isabel, 
Puerto  Rico  00757  (Petitioner  for  Santa 
Isabel);  Luis  Hernandez,  P.O.  Box  980, 
Quebradillas,  Puerto  Rico  00678 
(Petitioner  for  Fredericksted):  John  B. 
Kenkel,  Esq.,  Kenkel  &  Associates, 
1220— 19th  Street,  NW.,  suite  202, 
Washington,  DC  20036  (Counsel  to 
WKJB);  and  John  P.  Bai^ston,  Seq., 
Hopkins  &  Sutter,  886— 16th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  2006  (Counsel  to  Arso). 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leslie  K.  Shapiro,  Mass  Media  Bureau, 
(202)  634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Commission’s  Further 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  MM 
Docket  No.  91-259,  adopted  May  15, 


1992,  and  released  May  29, 1992.  The  full 
text  of  this  Commission  decision  is 
available  for  inspection  and  copying 
during  normal  business  hours  in  the  FCC 
Dockets  Branch  (Room  230),  1919  M 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  The 
complete  text  of  this  decision  may  also 
be  purchased  from  the  Commission’s 
copy  contractor.  Downtown  Copy 
Center,  (202)  452-1422, 1714  21st  Street, 
NW.,  Wajshington,  DC  20036. 

Channel  251A  can  be  allotted  to  Santa 
Isabel  in  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements  with  a  site 
restriction  of  3.6  kilometers  (2.3  miles) 
east  to  avoid  a  short-spacing  to 
proposed  Channel  254B  at  Mayaguez,  at 
coordinates  North  Latitude  17-58-12  and 
West  Longitude  66-22-09.  Channel  291B 
can  be  allotted  to  Vieques  without  the 
imposition  of  a  site  restriction,  at 
coordinates  18-19-39;  65-18-05.  Channel 
254A  can  be  allotted  to  Culebra  without 
the  imposition  of  a  site  restriction,  at 
coordinates  18-18-18;  65-18-06.  Channel 
253A  can  be  allotted  to  Fredericksted, 
without  the  imposition  of  a  site 
restriction,  at  coordinates  17-42-48;  64- 
53-00.  Channel  252A  can  be  allotted  to 
Las  Piedras  with  a  site  restriction  of  14.6 
kilometers  (19.1  miles)  northeast  to 
avoid  short-spacings  to  Stations  WBRQ, 
Channel  249A,  Cidra,  Puerto  Rico,  and 
to  proposed  Channel  251A  at  Santa 
Isabel,  at  coordinates  18-16-14;  65-45- 
33. 

Provisions  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not  apply  to 
this  proceeding. 

Members  of  the  public  should  note 
that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Ride  Making  is  issued  until  the  matter  is 
no  longer  subject  to  Commission 
consideration  or  court  review,  all  ex 
parte  contacts  are  prohibited  in 
Commission  proceedings,  such  as  this 
one,  wl^ich  involve  channel  allotments. 
See  47  CFR  1.1204(b)  for  rules  governing 
permissible  ex  parte  contacts. 

For  information  regarding  proper  fding 
procedures  for  comments,  see  47  CFR 
1.415  and  1.420. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 

Radio  Broadcasting. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael,  C  Ruger, 

Acting  Chief,  Allocations  Branch.  Policy  and 
Rules  Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13056  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1321 
[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-208] 

Nonoperating  Motor  Carrier*— 
Collection  of  Undercharges 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  is  proposing 
rules,  that  would  apply  to  certain  types 
of  undercharge  claims  asserted  by  motor 
carriers  that  cease  operating  (because  of 
bankruptcy,  voluntary  liquidation  or 
otherwise)  and/or  their  representatives. 
The  proposal  is  prompted  by  recent 
attempts  by  defunct  motor  carriers  to 
expand  their  collection  e^orts  so  as  to 
unilaterally  and  retroactively  substitute 
a  higher  tariff  rate  for  the  tariff  rate 
originally  billed  for  a  past  shipment,  or 
disavow  the  contract  rates  where  the 
shipment  had  moved  as  contract 
carriage,  on  grounds  that  the  tariff  or 
contract  rate  originally  billed  was  either 
inapplicable,  invalid,  or  unlawful.  The 
rules  would  impose  procedures  to 
provide  for  an  initial  review  by  the 
Commission  of  the  claims  of  these 
carriers,  prior  to  rebilling  and  any 
attempts  to  collect  amounts  in  addition 
to  those  originally  billed,  to  screen  out 
claims  that  lack  any  legitimate  basis. 
DATES:  Comments  are  due  July  6. 1992. 
Replies  are  not  permitted. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  an  original  and  10 
copies  of  comments  referring  to  Ex  Parte 
No.  MC-208  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Case  Control  Branch,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington. 

DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  Dahl  (202)  927-5289  or  Richard 
Felder  (202)  927-5610  (TDD  for  hearing 
impaired:  (202)  927-5721). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  is  instituting  a  rulemaking 
proceeding  on  its  own  motion  to 
consider  whether  to  adopt  regulations  to 
address  the  problem  of  undercharge 
collections  by  moter  carriers  that  have 
ceased  operating  or  by  their  trustees, 
agents,  or  assigns.  The  Commission’s 
general  authority  to  supervise  motor 
carrier  rates  and  tariff  publication  vest  it 
with  primary  jurisdiction  to  determine  in 
the  first  instance  (subject  to  appropriate 
court  review)  whether  a  particular  rate 
is  unreasonable,  unlawful,  and/or 
inapplicable.  In  addition,  the 
Commission  has  primary  jurisdiction  to 
determine  whether  a  transportation 
service  constitutes  contract  or  common 
carriage,  and  whether  credit  and 


collection  practices  are  unreasonable 
and  unlawful. 

In  the  past  the  Commission  has  not 
always  insisted  upon  exercising  its 
oversight  authority  to  the  fullest  extent 
by  directly  supervising  every  single 
imdercharge  claim  that  a  carrier  may 
bring.  However,  based  on  recent 
experience,  the  Commission 
preliminarily  concludes  that  it  needs  to, 
exercise  its  oversight  authority  to  the 
fullest  extent  over  the  claims  of  carriers 
that  are  no  longer  operating,  since  that 
is  where  the  potential  for  abuse  is  the 
greatest.  Therefore,  the  Commission 
now  proposes  procedures  to  provide  for 
an  initial  review  by  the  Commission  of 
certain  types  of  claims  by  these  carriers 
and/or  their  representatives,  prior  to 
rebilling.  The  full  text  of  the  proposed 
regulations  is  set  forth  below. 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision.  To  obtain  a 
copy  of  the  full  decision,  write  to,  call, 
or  pick  up  in  person  from:  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  room  2215,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20423.  Telephone:  (202)  927-7428. 
[Assistance  for  the  hearing  impaired  is 
available  through  TDD  services  (202) 
927-5721.) 

Environmental  and  Energy 
Considerations 

The  Commission  preliminarily 
concludes  that  the  proposed  action  will 
not  significantly  affect  either  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  or  the 
conservation  of  energy  resources. 

Initial  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

The  Commission  also  preliminarily 
concludes  that  the  proposed  regulations 
would  not  have  a  signiHcant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entitites. 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  part  1321. 

Motor  carriers.  Undercharges. 

Decided:  May  28, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  niilbin.  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett. 

Sidney  L.  Stricklaml,  {r.. 

Secretary. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
Preamble,  the  Commission  proposes  to 
amend  title  49,  chapter  X,  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  by  adding  a  new 
part  1321  as  follows: 

PART  1321— NONOPERATING  MOTOR 
CARRIERS— COLLECTION  OF 
UNDERCHARGES 

Sec. 

1321.1  Nonoperating  motor  carriers — 
undercharge  collection. 

1321.2  Disavowal  of  triff  rates. 


1321.3  Disavowal  of  contract  carrier 
charges. 

1321.4  Notice  to  shii^r. 

1321.5  Scope  of  rules. 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  10101, 10102, 10321, 
10521, 10701, 10702, 10704, 10741, 10743, 10761, 
10762, 10764, 10921, 10923, 11144, 11901, 11903, 
11904, 11906;  5  U.S.C.  553. 

9  1321.1  Nonoparating  motor  carriort— 
undercharge  coUectkm. 

Motor  carriers  that  have  ceased 
operation  (because  of  bankruptcy, 
voluntary  liquidation  or  otherwise),  as 
well  as  their  representatives,  estates, 
assigns,  or  others  who  may  assert 
undercharge  claims  purportedly  founded 
on  the  regulatory  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  or  Commission 
regulations,  are  subject  to  the  rules  in 
this  part  at  all  stages  of  the  collection 
process,  including  the  initial  phase  of 
rebilling.  These  regulations  extend  to 
pending  claims  (including  claims 
already  pending  in  court),  as  well  as 
future  claims. 

9  1321.2  Disavowal  of  tariff  rates. 

A  person  subject  to  this  Part  seeking 
to  rebill  for  a  past  shipment  based  on 
the  substitution  of  a  different  (higher) 
tariff  rate  for  the  tariff  rate  billed  at  the 
time  of  shipment,  whether  on 
lawfulness,  reasonableness,  or 
applicability  grounds,  must  obtain  prior 
Commission  review  and  approval  for  the 
substitution  of  the  different  tariff  rates. 

91321.3  Disavowal  of  contract  carrier 
charges. 

A  person  subject  to  this  Part  seeking 
to  rebill  for  a  past  shipment  based  on 
the  substitution  of  a  common  carrier 
tariff  rate  for  contract  carriage  charges 
originally  billed,  must  obtain  prior 
Commission  review  and  approval  for  the 
substitution  of  a  (higher)  tariff  rate. 

9 1321.4  Notice  of  shipper. 

A  person  subject  to  this  Part  seeking 
undercharges  that  are  covered  by  these 
rules  must  notify  the  shipper  in  writing, 
simultaneously  with  its  bling  with  the 
Commission  (or  following  the  effective 
date  of  these  regulations,  for  pending 
claims),  to  advise  that: 

(a)  The  Commission  has /or  will  give  a 
preliminary  review  to  the  undercharge 
claims  under  9 1321.2  or  1321.3  (as 
appropriate): 

(b)  In  doing  so  the  Commission  will 
consider  any  affirmative  defenses  that 
the  shipper  may  raise  based  on  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  or  Commission 
regulations;  and 

(c)  The  shipper  may  contact  the 
Commission’s  OfHce  of  Public 
Assistance  or  the  Bureau  of  Traffic’s 
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Section  of  Rates  and  Informal  Cases  for 
further  information  and  assistance. 

§  1321.5  Scope  of  rules. 

The  provisions  of  this  Part  do  not 
apply  to  rebillings  that: 

(a)  Seek  to  collect  the  (lowest 
available]  tariff  rate  where  the  rate 
originally  billed  was  not  contained  in  a 
tariff  on  file  with  the  Commission;  or 

(b)  Seek  to  collect  the  unpaid  portion 
of  the  originally  billed  tariH  rate  or 
contract  charges,  together  with  any 
interest  or  late  payment  charges  that  are 
permitted  by  Commission  regulations. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13093  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
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Notices 


Federal  Register 
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Thursday,  June  4,  1992 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
irwestigations.  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


Forms  Under  Review  by  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget 

May  29. 1992. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
submitted  to  0MB  for  review  the 
following  proposals  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35)  since  the  last  list  was 
published.  This  list  is  grouped  into  new 
proposals,  revisions,  extensions,  or 
reinstatements^  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

(1)  Agency  proposing  the  information 
collection; 

(2)  Title  of  the  information  collection; 

(3)  Form  number  (s),  if  applicable; 

(4)  How  often  the  information  is 
requested; 

(5)  Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report; 

(6)  An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
responses; 

(7)  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  provide  the  information; 

(8)  Name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
agency  contact  person. 

Questions  about  the  items  in  the 
listing  should  be  directed  to  the  agency 
person  named  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 
Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from;  Department  Clearance  Officer, 
USDA,  OIRM,  Room  404-W  Admin. 
Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  20250,  (202)  690- 
2118, 

Reinstatement 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration.  7 
CFR  1955-B,  Management  of  Property. 
On  occasion.  Individuals  or  households; 
State  or  local  governments;  Businesses 
or  other  for-profit;  Small  businesses  or 
organizations;  Federal  agencies  or 
employes;  2,810  responses;  960  hours. 
Jack  Holston  (202)  720-9736. 


Extension 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration.  7 
CFR  1980-G.  Nonprofit  National 
Corporation  Loan  and  Grant  Program. 
FmHA  1980-60,  61,  and  63.  On  occasion; 
Quarterly;  Recordkeeping.  State  or  local 
governments;  Businesses  or  other  for- 
proHt;  Non-proHt  institutions;  354 
responses;  487  hours.  Jack  Holston  (202 
720-9736. 

Donald  E.  Hulcher, 

Deputy  Departmental  Clearance  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13066  Filed  6-2-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  341(M>1-M 


Forest  Service 

Exemption  From  Appeal,  Far  East 
Salvage  and  Recovery  Project,  Boise 
National  Forest,  Idaho 

agency:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Notice  of  exemption  from 
appeal. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  notification  that 
timber  salvage  harvest,  insect  baiting 
and  trapping,  and  reforestation 
activities  to  rehabilitate  and  recover 
natural  resources  from  recent  insect 
epidemics  on  the  Far  East  project  area 
of  the  Lowman  Ranger  District  on  the 
Boise  National  Forest  are  exempt  from 
appeal  in  accordance  with  36  CFR 
217.4(a)(ll), 

DATES:  The  appeal  exemption  is 
effective  on  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  Far  East  final 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
effective  30  days  after  publication  of  the 
Notice  of  Availability  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  Sigrist,  Timber  Management 
Assistant,  Lowman  Ranger  District, 

Boise  National  Forest,  HC  77  Box  3020, 
Lowman,  ID  83637,  Telephone:  208-259- 
3361. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Several 
years  of  drought  in  southewest  Idaho 
have  reduced  soil  moisture  and 
weakened  conifer  trees.  Consequently, 
douglas-fir  bark  bettle,  mountain  pine 
bettle,  and  tussock  moth  insect 
populations  have  dramatically  increased 
and  reached  epidemic  levels  on  the 
Bosie  National  Forest.  It  is  estimated 
that  more  than  400,000  trees  larger  than 
12  inches  in  diameter  have  died  on  the 


Forest  since  1986  as  a  result  of  insect 
damage. 

As  part  of  the  effort  to  rehabilitate 
and  recover  natimal  resources  damaged 
by  the  insect  epidemic,  the  Lowman 
Ranger  District  has  developed  a 
proposal  to  harvest  dead  and  dying 
timber,  bait  and  trap  insects,  and 
reforest  damaged  acres.  The  Lowman 
District  has  analyzed  the  Far  East  area 
and  has  identified  issues,  developed 
alternatives,  and  analyzed  the  effects  of 
implementing  timber  salva3e  and  other 
recovery  activities,  and  documented  the 
results  of  the  analysis  in  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

The  analysis  area  for  Far  East  is 
located  ten  miles  east  of  Lowman, 

Idaho.  The  area  consists  of  13,000  acres 
with  insect  damage  and  mortality 
scattered  throughout.  The  Forest  will 
harvest  approximately  15  million  board 
feet  of  dead  and  dying  trees  using 
helicopter  logging  systems.  Cutting  areas 
would  average  less  than  five  acres  in 
size  and  would  not  exceed  25  acres. 
Cutover  areas  greater  than  20  acres 
would  be  replanted,  and  smaller  areas 
may  be  replanted  depending  on 
accessibility.  Natural  regeneration 
would  be  used  to  reforest  smaller  areas. 
The  Forest  also  proposes  to  bait  and 
trap  insects  within  the  project  area  to 
help  break  up  breeding  cycles  and 
reduce  future  insect  populations.  There 
is  no  new  road  construction  proposed 
for  the  salvage  operations. 

Management  direction  for  the  Far  East 
area  is  established  in  the  Boise  National 
Forest  Land  and  Resource  Management 
Plan  (Forest  Plan).  The  Forest  Plan 
provides  for  the  removal  of  salvage 
timber  from  lands  within  the  project 
areas.  In  addition,  the  Forest  Plan 
describes  standards  which  must  be  met 
when  harvesting  timber  to  protect  soil, 
water,  wildlife,  visual,  and  other  on-site 
resources.  The  proposed  action  for  the 
Far  East  project  is  consistent  with 
standards  and  guidelines,  objectives, 
and  direction  contained  in  the  Forest 
Plan. 

Far  East  contains  a  2260  acre  portion 
of  the  Ten  Mile/Black  Warrior 
Inventoried  Roadless  Area.  The  portion 
of  this  roadless  area  that  is  within  the 
proposed  salvage  area  has  been 
allocated  to  commercial  timber 
production  by  the  Forest  Plan. 
Approximately  12  million  board  feet  ^ 
would  be  harvested  from  the  roadless 
area  using  helicopters.  Landings  would 


Federal  Re^ster  /  Vol.  57,  No.  108  /  Thursday.  June  4,  1992  /  Notices 


23571 


be  constructed  adjacent  to  existing 
roads  outside  the  roadless  area. 

Forest  Pest  Mangement  specialists 
and  District  foresters  have  analyzed  the 
insect  situation  and  have  found  no 
economical  or  practical  means  to  control 
the  insect  epidemic.  Although  salvage 
harvesting,  bating/trapping,  and 
reforestation  will  not  control  the 
epidemic,  these  activities  will:  (1)  Help 
to  break  up  insect  breeding  cycles,  (2) 
recover  valuable  timber  that  would 
otherwise  deteriorate,  and  (3)  reforest 
those  areas  that  have  been  left  without 
tree  cover  as  a  result  of  the  insect- 
caused  mortality.  It  is  extremely 
important  to  remove  the  dead  and  dying 
timber  prior  to  deterioration  and 
subsequent  value  losses.  Through  the 
salvage  timber  sale,  breeding  insects 
can  be  trapped  and  removed  and 
Knutson-Vandenburg  (K-V)  funds  can  be 
generated  for  use  to  restore  forest 
resources  that  have  been  ddmged  by  the 
insect  epidemic. 

The  Forest  Supervisor  has  determined 
through  preliminary  scoping  and 
environmental  analysis  that  there  is 
sufficient  justification  to  expedite  this 
project.  The  decision  will  be 
implemented  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  and  the 
final  environmental  impact  statement 
will  be  implemented  after  30  days  from 
the  publication  of  a  Notice  of 
Availability  in  the  Federal  Register. 

If  the  project  is  delayed  because  of  an 
appeal  (delays  of  up  to  ISO  days  are 
possible),  it  is  likely  that  the  salvage 
harvest  could  not  be  implemented 
during  the  1992  normal  operating 
season.  This  would  result  in  a  loss  of 
volume  and  value  of  the  timber  due  to 
deterioration.  The  total  estimated  value 
of  the  merchantable  dead  and  dying 
timber  is  $1,000,000.  Of  this, 
approximately  $250,000  would  be 
returned  to  counties  from  25  percent 
fund  receipts.  Delays  resulting  from 
appeals  could  cause  the  loss  of  up  to 
half  of  this  value  and  potentially  make 
the  salvage  sale  unattractive  to  timber 
purchasers,  which  would  jeopardize  the 
objectives  of  the  rehabilitation  and 
recovery  project. 

Pursuant  to  36  CFR  217.4(a)(ll),  it  is 
my  decision  to  exempt  the  Far  East 
Salvage  and  Recovery  Project.  Idaho 
City  Ranger  District.  Boise  National 
Forest,  from  appeal.  The  final 
environmental  impact  statement 
discloses  the  effects  of  the  proposed 
action  on  the  environment  and 
addresses  issues  resulting  from  the 
proposal. 


Dated:  May  29. 1992. 

Clair  C  Beasley, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester.  Intermountain 
Region.  USDA  Forest  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13016  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am| 
BIUMQ  CODE 


Exemption  From  Appeal,  FeatherviUe 
Salvage  Sale,  Boise  National  Forest, 

ID. 

agency:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  exemption  from 
appeal. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  notiHcation  that 
timber  salvage  harvest  and  reforestation 
activities  to  recover  and  rehabilitate 
natural  resources  from  recent  insect 
epidemics  on  the  FeatherviUe  project 
area.  Mountain  Home  Ranger  District, 
Boise  National  Forest,  are  exempt  from 
appeal  in  accordance  with  36 
217.4(a)(ll). 

DATES:  june  4, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Steve  Williams,  Timber  Management 
Assistant.  Mountain  Home  Ranger 
District.  Boise  National  Forest,  2180 
American  Legion  Boulevard.  Mountain 
Home.  ID  83647,  Telephone:  208-587- 
7961, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Several 
years  of  drought  in  southwest  Idaho 
have  reduced  soil  moisture  and 
weakened  conifer  trees.  Consequently. 
Douglas-fir  tussock  moth,  and  bark 
beetle  populations  have  dramatically 
increased  and  reached  epidemic  levels 
on  the  Boise  National  Forest.  It  is 
estimated  that  more  than  400,000  trees 
larger  than  12  inches  in  diameter  have 
died  on  the  Forest  as  a  result  of  insect 
damage  since  1986. 

As  part  of  the  effort  to  recover  and 
rehabilitate  natural  resources  damaged 
by  the  insect  epidemic.  Mountain  Home 
Ranger  District  personnel  have 
developed  a  proposal  to  harvest  dead 
and  dying  timber,  and  reforest  damage 
acres.  The  Forest  Service  has  analyzed 
the  FeatherviUe  Salvage  Area  and  has 
identified  issues,  developed  alternatives, 
and  analyzed  the  effects  of 
implementing  timber  salvage  and  other 
recovery  activities. 

The  analysis  area  for  the  FeatherviUe 
Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  is 
located  60  miles  northeast  of  Mountain 
Home.  Idaho.  The  area  includes  about 
40,000  acres  with  insect  mortality 
scattered  throughout.  The  Forest  will 
harvest  approximately  10  million  board 
feet  of  dead  and  dying  trees  using 
helicopter  logging  system.  Cutting  areas 
would  average  less  than  five  acres  in 
size  and  would  not  exceed  20  acres. 


Cutover  areas  greater  than  10  acres 
would  be  replanted,  and  smaller  areas 
may  be  replanted  depending  on 
accessibility.  Natural  regeneration 
would  be  used  to  reforest  smaller  areas. 

There  is  no  road  construction  or 
reconstruction  proposed  for  the  salvage 
operations.  Helicopter  landings  would 
be  constructed  or  reconstructed  along 
existing  roads. 

Management  direction  for  the 
FeatherviUe  area  is  established  in  the 
Boise  National  Forest  Land  and 
Resource  Management  Plan  (Forest 
Plan).  The  Forest  Plan  provides  for  the 
removal  of  salvage  timber  from  lands 
within  the  project  area.  The  Forest  Plan 
also  describes  standards  to  protect  soil 
water,  wildlife,  visual,  and  other 
resources,  when  harvesting  timber.  The 
proposed  action  for  the  FeatherviUe 
project  is  consistent  with  standards  and 
guidelines,  objectives,  and  direction 
contained  in  the  Forest  Plan. 

The  FeatherviUe  Salvage  Area 
includes  a  portion  of  the  Rainbow 
(15,400  acres),  and  all  of  the  Whiskey 
jack  (7,700  acres)  Inventoried  Roadless 
Areas.  Both  Roadless  Areas  within  the 
FeatherviUe  Management  Area  have 
been  allocated  to  commercial  timber 
production  as  well  as  other  multiple 
uses  by  the  Forest  Plan.  Approximately 
eight  million  board  feet  would  be 
harvested  from  the  Roadless  Areas 
using  helicopters.  Landings  would  be 
constructed  adjacent  to  existing  roads 
outside  the  roadless  areas. 

Forest  Pest  Management  Specialists 
and  District  Foresters  have  analyzed  the 
insect  situation  and  have  found  no 
economical  or  practical  means  to  control 
the  insect  epidemic.  Although  salvage 
harvesting  and  reforestation  will  not 
control  the  epidemic,  these  activities 
will:  (1)  Recover  value  timber  that 
would  otherwise  deteriorate,  and  (2) 
reforest  those  areas  that  have  been  left 
without  tree  cover  as  a  result  of  the 
insect-caused  mortality.  It  is  extremely 
important  to  remove  the  dead  and  dying 
timber  prior  to  deterioration  and 
subsequent  value  losses.  Through  the 
salvage  timber  sale,  breeding  insects 
can  be  removed  in  the  logs  (bark 
beetles)  and  Knutson-Vandenburg  (K-V) 
funds  can  be  generated  for  use  to  restore 
forest  resources  that  have  been 
damaged  by  the  insect  epidemic. 

The  Forest  Supervisor  has  determined 
through  preliminary  scoping  and 
environmental  analysis  that  there  is 
sufficient  justification  to  expedite  this 
project.  The  decision  will  be 
implemented  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

If  the  project  is  delayed  because  of  an 
appeal  (delays  of  up  to  150  days  are 
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possible),  it  is  likely  that  the  salvage 
harvest  could  not  implemented 
during  the  1992  normal  operating 
season.  This  would  result  in  a  loss  of 
volume  and  value  of  the  timber  due  to 
deterioration.  Hie  total  estimated  value 
of  the  merchantable  dead  and  dying 
timber  is  $750,000.  Of  this, 
approximately  $187,000  would  be 
returned  to  counties  from  25  percent 
fund  receipts.  Delays  resulting  from 
appeals  could  cause  the  loss  of  up  to 
half  of  this  value  and  potentially  make 
the  salvage  sale  unattractive  to  timber 
purchasers.  This  would  jeopardize  the 
objectives  of  the  recovery  and 
rehabilitation  project. 

Pursuant  to  36  CFR  217.4(a)(ll],  it  is 
my  decision  to  exempt  the  Featherville 
Salvage  and  Recovery  Project,  Mountain 
Home  Ranger  District,  Boise  National 
Forest,  from  appeal.  The  environmental 
assessment  discloses  the  effects  of  the 
proposed  actions  on  the  environment 
and  will  address  issues  resulting  from 
the  proposal. 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

Clair  C.  Beasley, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester,  Intermountain 
Reegion,  USDA  Forest  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13015  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  3410-1S-M 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

Upper  North  Bosque  River  Watershed 
Erath  and  Hamilton  Counties,  TX; 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
USDA. 

ACfiON:  Notice  of  a  finding  of  no 
significant  impact. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969;  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (40 
CFR  part  1500);  and  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  Guidelines  (7  CFR 
part  650);  the  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  gives 
notice  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  being  prepared  for  the 
Upper  North  Bosque  River  Watershed, 
Erath  and  Hamilton  Counties,  Texas. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Harry  W.  Oneth,  State  Conservationist. 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  101  South 
Main.  Temple,  Texas  76501-7682, 
telephone  (817)  774-1214. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Harry  W.  Oneth,  State 


Conservatonist,  has  determiend  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  will  improve  surface 
water  and  ground  water  quality  in  and 
below  the  watershed  by  assisting  in  a 
program  to  reduce  the  pollutant  load 
from  dairies  by  70  percent.  The  plan  will 
provide  financial  and  technical 
assistance  to  install  animal  waste 
management  systems  and  associated 
land  treatment  practices  on  31  dairy 
farms.  Implementation  of  the  plan  will 
be  accomplished  through  the  local  soil 
and  water  conservation  districts.  This 
project  will  be  supplemented  by  the 
Agricultural  Conservation  Program  and 
Great  Plains  Conservation  Program  in 
the  watershed.  The  plan  will  be  applied 
during  a  ten-year  period. 

The  Notice  of  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Enviromental 
Protection  Agency  and  to  various 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and 
interested  parties.  A  limited  number  of 
copies  of  the  FONSI  are  available  to  fill 
single  copy  requests  at  the  above 
adless.  Basic  data  developed  during 
the  environmental  assessment  are  on 
file  and  may  be  reviewed  by  contacting 
Harry  W.  Oneth. 

No  administrative  action  on 
implementation  of  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  until  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  May  20, 1992. 

Hairy  W.  Oneth, 

State  Conservationist. 

(FR  Doa  92-13120  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNG  CODE  3410-16-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

University  of  Nebraska-Lincoln,  et  al.; 
Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications 
for  Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific 
Instruments 

This  is  a  decision  consolidated 
pursuant  to  section  6(c]  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651, 80  Stat.  897;  15  CFR  part  301). 
Related  records  can  be  viewed  between 
8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  in  room  4211,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

Comments:  None  received.  Decision: 
Approved.  No  instrument  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
instruments  described  below,  for  such 
purposes  as  each  is  intended  to  be  used. 


is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States. 

Docket  Number.  92-030.  Applicant: 
University  of  Nebraska-Lincoln,  Lincoln, 
NE  68588-0340.  Instrument:  Electro¬ 
magnetic  Geophysical  Survey 
Instrument,  Model  EM16/EM16R. 
Manufacturer.  Geonics  Ltd.,  Canada. 
Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  57  FR  11936, 
April  8, 1992.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
instrument  provides  measurements  of 
the  quadphase  as  well  as  the  inphase 
secondary  field  and  measures  the 
secondary  field  as  a  ratio  of  the  primary 
field  for  independent  measurements  of 
absolute  field  strength.  Advice  Received 
From:  The  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  May 
8,1992. 

Docket  Number  92-026.  Applicant: 
Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  State 
University,  Blacksburg,  VA  24061-0211. 
Instrument-  Distillation  Unit,  Model 
CH81.  Manufacturer  Normag,  Germany. 
Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  57  FR  11936, 
April  8, 1992.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
instrument  provides:  (1)  Flexibility  for  a 
wide  range  of  distillation/separation 
applications,  (2)  a  20-plate  column  and, 
(3)  five  different  feed  points  available  by 
a  simple  turning  of  valves.  Advice 
Received  From:  The  National  Institute  of 
Petroleum  and  Energy  Research,  May  19, 
1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-027.  Applicant 
U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Sioux  Falls,  SD 
57198.  Instrument  Color  Digital  Image 
Recorder,  Model  Color  Fire  240. 
Manufacturer:  Cymbolic  Sciences 
International,  Canada.  Intended  Use: 

See  notice  at  57  FR  11936,  April  8, 1992. 
Reasons:  The  foreign  instrument 
provides  capability  for  using  roll  film 
rawstock  of  Aerocolor  2445  type  file. 
Advice  Received  From:  The  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  May  8, 1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-037.  Applicant 
University  of  Hawaii,  Honolulu,  HI 
96822.  Instrument  Electron  Microprobe, 
Model  CAMEBAX  SX  50.  Manufacturer 
Cameca  Instruments  Inc.,  France. 
Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  57  FR  14388, 
April  20, 1992.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
instrument  provides  an  intense  electron 
beam  to  excite  characteristic  x-rays  of  a 
sample  phase  down  to  1.0p.m  area. 
Advice  Received  From:  The  National 
Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology, 
October  23, 1991  (comparable  case). 

The  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  National 
Institute  of  Petroleum  and  Energy 
Research,  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration,  and 
National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology  advise  that  (1)  the 
capabilities  of  each  of  the  foreign 
instruments  described  above  are 
pertinent  to  each  applicant’s  intended 
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purpose  and  (2)  they  know  of  no 
domestic  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the 
intended  use  of  each  instrument. 

We  know  of  no  other  instrument  or 
apparatus  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  which  is  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  any  of  the  foreign 
instruments. 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff. 
(FR  Doc  92-13132  Filed  6-3-02;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-OS-W 


Applications  For  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Instrunients 

Pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  ScientiHc  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L  89-651);  80  Stat.  897;  15  CFR  part  301), 
we  invite  comments  on  the  question  of 
whether  instruments  of  equivalent 
scientific  value,  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  instruments  shown  below  are 
intended  to  be  used,  are  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Comments  must  comply  with 
Subsections  301.5(a)  (3)  and  (4)  of  the 
regulations  and  be  filed  within  20  days 
with  the  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
Washington,  DC  20230.  Applications 
may  be  examined  between  8:30  a.m.  and 
5  p.m.  in  Room  4211,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

Docket  Number:  91-188R.  Applicant; 
Washington  State  University,  Division 
of  Purchasing,  French  Administration 
Building,  room  220,  Pullman,  WA  99164- 
1020.  Instrument:  Rheometer. 
Manufacturer:  Physica  Messtechnik 
GmbH  U  Co.,  KG,  Germany.  Original 
notice  of  thia  resubmitted  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  15, 1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-064.  Applicant: 
Northwest  Missouri  State  University, 
West  7th  Street,  Maryville,  MO  64468. 
Instrument:  Stopped-flow  Spectrometer. 
Model  SF-lB.  Manufacturer;  Hi-Tech 
Scientific,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
Use:  The  instrument  will  be  used  for 
teaching  research  techniques  to 
undergraduate  students  in  chemistry 
that  they  may  become  familiar  with 
stopped-flow  techniques  and  chemical 
kinetics.  Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  May  6, 1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-066.  Applicant: 
University  of  Miami,  Rosenstiel  School 
of  Maine  and  Atmospheric  Science, 
Division  of  Marine  Biology.  4600 
Rickenbacker  Causeway,  Miami,  FL 
33149-1098.  Instrument:  (2)  Electronic 
Fish  Measuring  Boards,  Model  FMB  IV. 
Manufacturer:  Limnoterra  Atlantic  Inc., 


Canada.  Intended  Use:  The  instrument 
will  be  used  to  make  measurements  of 
length,  weight  and  estimation  of  age  in 
order  to  determine  distributional 
characteristics  of  the  Spanish  mackerel 
stock,  Scombermorus  maculatus. 
Application  Received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  May  6, 1992. 

Docket  Number  92-067.  Applicant 
University  of  Vermont,  Department  of 
Pharmacology,  UVM  Medical  Research 
Center.  55A  South  Park  Drive, 

Colchester,  VT  05446-2500.  Instrument" 
3-D  Micromanipulator.  Manufacturer 
Narishige,  Japan.  Intended  Use:  The 
instrument  will  be  used  for  studies  of 
single  ion  channels  from  cellular 
membranes  using  the  patch  clamp 
technique.  This  allows  the  measurement 
of  ionic  flow  through  single  ion  channels 
from  which  the  functional  and  kinetic 
properties  of  the  ion  channel  can  be 
determined.  The  main  objective  of  these 
studies  is  to  characterize  different  types 
of  ion  channels.  Application  Received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  May  11, 
1992. 

Docket  Number:  92-068.  Applicant: 
Northwestern  University  Medical 
School,  303  East  Chicago  Avenue, 
Chicago,  IL  60611.  Instrument  Multi 
electrode  Neuronal  Recording  System. 
Manufacturer  UWE  Thomas  Recording, 
Germany.  Intended  Use:  The  instrument 
will  be  used  to  study  the  interactions 
between  neurons  in  the  motor  cortex 
and  cerebellum,  two  structures  which 
are  critically  involved  in  the  control  of 
limb  movement  in  both  monkeys  and 
humans.  The  studies  involve  training 
monkeys  to  perform  a  particular 
sequence  of  limb  movements,  while 
recording  the  activity  of  the  relevant 
neurons.  Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  May  13, 1992. 
Frank  W.  Creel, 

Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13131  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  3S10-OS-M 


National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology 

Announcement  of  Meeting  of  National 
Conference  on  Weights  and  Measures 

agency:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology,  Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  77th  Annual  Meeting  of  the  National 
Conference  on  Weights  and  Measures 
will  be  held  July  19  through  23. 1992,  at 
the  Stouffer  Nashville  Hotel.  Nashville. 
Tennessee.  The  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public. 


The  National  Conference  oh  Weights 
and  Measures  is  an  organization  of 
weights  and  measures  enforcement 
officials  of  the  States,  counties,  and 
cities  of  the  United  States,  and  private 
sector  representatives.  The  interim 
meeting  of  the  conference,  held  in 
January  1992,  as  well  as  the  annual 
meeting  bring  together  enforcement 
officials,  other  government  officials,  and 
representatives  of  business,  industry, 
trade  associations,  and  consumer 
organizations  to  discuss  subjects  that 
relate  to  the  field  of  weights  and 
measures  technology  and 
administration. 

Pursuant  to  section  2(5)  of  its  Organic 
Act  (15  U.S.C  272(5)),  the  National 
Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology 
acts  as  a  sponsor  of  the  National 
Conference  on  Weights  and  Measures  in 
order  to  promote  uniformity  among  the 
States  in  the  complex  of  laws, 
regulations,  methods,  and  testing 
equipment  that  comprises  regulatory 
control  by  the  States  of  commercial 
weighing  and  measuring. 

date:  The  meeting  will  be  held  July  19- 
23. 1992. 

LOCATION  OP  MEETING:  Stouffer 
Nashville  Hotel,  Nashville,  Tennessee. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carroll  S.  Brickenkamp,  Executive 
Secretary,  National  Conference  on 
Weights  and  Measures,  P.O.  Box  4025, 
Gaithersburg,  Maryland  20885. 
Telephone  (301)  975-4005. 

Dated:  May  28. 1992. 

John  W.  Lyons, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-12984  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  3510-13-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council;  Public  Meetings 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA,  Commerce. 

The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council  (Council)  and  its 
following  Committees  will  hold  meetings 
at  the  Radisson  Hotel  Philadelphia 
Airport.  500  Stevens  Drive,  Philadelphia, 
PA,  telephone:  (215)  521-5900.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  on  June  23,  24,  and 
25. 1992. 

The  committee  meetings  to  be  held  on 
June  23  are:  Bluefish  Monitoring 
Committee — 10  a.m.  until  12  p.m. 

Coastal  Migratory  Species  Committee — 
1:30  p.m.  until  2:30  p.m.  Habitat 
Committee — ^1:30  p.m.  until  4  p.m.  Large 
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Pelagic  Committee — 2:30  p.m.  until  4 
p.m. 

There  will  also  be  a  scoping  meeting 
on  scup  &  black  sea  bass  beginning  at 
7:00  p.m. 

The  Council  will  begin  its  regular 
meeting  on  June  24  at  8:00  a.m.  and 
adjourn  on  June  25  at  approximately  1 
p.m.  There  will  also  be  a  hearing  on  the 
revision  to  the  Summer  Flounder  Fishery 
Management  Plan  Amendment  #2  on 
June  24  at  7:00  p.m. 

In  addition  to  hearing  committee 
reports,  the  Council  will  be  making  its 
recommendations  to  the  Regional 
Director  for  bluePish  management  in 
1993;  is  scheduled  to  adopt  the 
resubmsision  of  Amendment  ^2;  will 
hold  discussion  on  artificial  reefs  and 
other  hshery  management  matters  as 
deemed  necessary.  The  Council  also 
may  go  into  closed  session  (not  open  to 
the  public)  to  discuss  personnel  and/or 
national  security  matters. 

For  more  information,  contact  John  C 
Bryson,  Executive  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Fishery  Management  Council,  room 
2115,  Federal  Building,  300  South  New 
Street,  Dover,  DE  19901;  telephone:  (302) 
674-2331. 

Dated:  June  1. 1992. 

David  S.  Crestin, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13128  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am| 
BILLING  CODE  3S10-22-M 


Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council; 
Public  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  NOAA,  Commerce. 

The  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council's  (Council)  Coastal  Pelagic 
Species  Advisory  Subpanei  and  Plan 
Development  Team  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  on  June  30, 1992,  beginning  at  11 
a.m.  The  meeting  will  be  held  at  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Southwest  Regional  office.  501  West 
Ocean  Boulevard,  suite  4200,  Long 
Beach,  CA. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  the  preliminary  anchovy 
biomass  estimate  and  status  of  the 
fishery.  There  will  not  be  discussions  on 
the  draft  Fishery  management  plan  being 
developed  to  manage  anchovy.  Pacific 
mackerel,  sardines,  and  jack  mackerel. 

For  more  information  contact  Patricia 
Wolf  from  the  California  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  at  (213)  590-5117  or 
Larry  Jacobson  from  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  at  (619)  546- 
7117.  For  those  individuals  planning  on 


attending  this  meeting,  there  is  no  public 
parking  in  the  building,  however,  public 
parking  is  available  immediately  behind 
the  building  on  Magnolia  Street  at  a  cost 
of  $3.00  per  day. 

Dated:  June  1. 1992. 

David  S.  Crestin, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conser\’ation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13127  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  3S10-22-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjustment  and  Correction  of  an 
Import  Limit  for  Certain  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Products  Produced  or 
Manufactured  in  Indonesia 

June  1, 1992. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(CITA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  adjusting  and 
correcting  a  limit. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  8, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jennifer  Tallarico,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
(202)  377-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  this  limit,  refer  to  the 
Quota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  535-9480.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  377-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972.  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  |7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

The  current  limit  for  Category  641  is 
being  increased  for  carryforward.  The 
adjusted  limit  includes  a  correction  to  a 
previous  directive. 

A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION:  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  56  FR  60101, 
published  on  November  27, 1991).  Also 
see  56  FR  26392,  published  on  June  7, 
1991;  and  57  FR  20250,  published  on  May 
12. 1991. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  the  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  are  not  designed  to  implement  all  of 
the  provisions  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  but  are  designed  to  assist 


only  in  the  implementation  of  certain  of 
its  provisions. 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements 

June  1. 1992. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  af  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner  This  directive  amends, 
but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive  issued  to 
you  on  June  4, 1991,  by  the  Chairman, 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements.  That  directive  concerns  imports 
of  certain  cotton,  wool,  man-made  fiber,  silk 
blend  and  other  vegetable  fiber  textiles  and 
textile  products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Indonesia  and  exported  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  July  1, 1991  and 
extends  through  June  30, 1992. 

Effective  on  June  8, 1992,  you  are  directed 
to  increase  the  current  limit  for  Category  641 
to  1,772,310  dozen  ',  as  provided  under  the 
terms  of  the  current  bilateral  textile 
agreement  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Indonesia. 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that  this 
action  falls  within  the  foreign  aRairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13130  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  3S10-0R-F 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of 
the  Army 

Regulatory  Guidance  Letters  Issued 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers 

agency:  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  DoD. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  provide  a  copy  of  the  latest 
Regulatory  Guidance  Letter  (RFL)  to  all 
known  interested  parties.  RGL's  are 
used  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  as  a 
means  to  transmit  guidance  on  the 
permit  program  (33  CFR  320-330)  to  its 
division  and  district  engineers. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Sam  Collinson,  Regulatory  Branch, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  at  (202) 
272-1782. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  a  notice  published  by 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  on  January  22, 


'  The  limil  has  nol  been  adjusted  lo  accouni  for 
any  imports  exported  after  )une  30. 1991. 
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1991,  (56  FR  2408],  we  will  publish  all 
RGL's  upon  issuance.  Accordingly,  RGL 
No.  92-1,  subject:  Federal  Agencies 
Roles  and  Responsibilities,  is  hereby 
published. 

John  P.  Elmore,  P.E., 

Chief,  Operations,  Construction  and 
Readiness  Division,  Directorate  of  Civil 
Works. 

Regulatory  Guidance  Letter,  RGL  92-1 

Date:  13  May  1992,  Expires:  31  December 
1997. 

Subject:  Federal  Agencies  Roles  and 
Responsibilities. 

1.  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  this  guidance  is  to 
clarify  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
leadership  and  decision-making  role  as 
“project  manager”  for  the  evaluation  of 
permit  applications  pursuant  to  Section 
404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  (CWA)  and 
Section  10  of  the  Rivers  and  Harbors 
Act.  This  guidance  is  also  intended  to 
encourage  effective  and  efficient 
coordination  among  prospective 
permittees,  the  Corps,  and  the  Federal 
resource  agencies  (i.e..  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA),  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (FWS),  and  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  (NMFS)). 
Implementation  of  this  guidance  will 
help  to  streamline  the  permit  process  by 
minimizing  delays  and  ensuring  more 
timely  decisions,  while  providing  a 
meaningful  opportunity  for  substantive 
input  from  all  Federal  agencies. 

2.  Background 

(a)  The  Department  of  the  Army 
Regulatory  I^ogram  must  operate  in  an 
efficient  manner  in  order  to  protect  the 
aquatic  environment  and  provide  fair, 
equitable,  and  timely  decisions  to  the 
regulated  public.  Clear  leadership  and  a 
predictable  decision-making  framework 
will  enhance  the  public  acceptable  of 
the  program  and  allow  the  program  to 
meet  the  important  objective  of 
effectively  protecting  the  Nation’s 
valuable  aquatic  resources. 

(b)  On  August  9, 1991,  the  President 
announced  a  comprehensive  plan  for 
improving  the  protection  of  the  Nation's 
wetlands.  The  plan  seeks  to  balance  two 
important  objectives — the  protection, 
restoration,  and  creation  of  wetlands 
and  the  need  for  sustained  economic 
growth  and  development.  The  plan, 
which  is  designed  to  slow  and 
eventually  stop  the  net  loss  of  wetlands, 
includes  measures  that  will  improve  and 
streamline  the  current  wetlands 
regulatory  system.  This  Regulatory 
Guidance  Letter  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  President's  plan  for  protecting 
wetlands. 


(c)  The  intent  of  this  guidance  is  to  - 
express  clearly  that  the  Corps  is  the 
decision-maker  and  project  manager  for 
the  Department  of  Army’s  Regulatory 
Program.  The  Corps  will  consider,  to  the 
maximum  extent  possible,  all  timely, 
project-related  comments  from  other 
Federal  agencies  when  making 
regulatory  decisions.  Furthermore,  the 
Corps  and  relevant  Federal  agencies 
will  maintain  and  improve  as  necessary 
their  working  relationships. 

(d)  The  Federal  resource  agencies 
have  reviewed  and  concurred  with  this 
guidance  and  have  agreed  to  act  in 
accordance  with  these  provisions.  While 
this  guidance  does  not  restrict  or  impair 
the  exercise  of  legal  authorities  vested 
in  the  Federal  resources  agencies  or 
states  under  the  CWA  or  other  statutes 
and  regulations  (e.g.,  EPA's  authority 
under  section  404(c],  section  404(f),  and 
CWA  geographic  jurisdiction  and  FWS/ 
NMFS  authorities  under  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Coordination  Act  and  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  (ESA)),  agency 
comments  on  Department  of  the  Army 
permit  applications  must  be  consistent 
with  the  provisions  contained  in  this 
regulatory  guidance  letter. 

3.  The  Corps  Project  Management/ 
Decision  Making  Role 

(a)  The  Corps  is  solely  responsible  for 
making  final  permit  decisions  pursuant 
to  section  10  and  section  404(a), 
including  final  determinations  of 
compliance  with  the  Corps  permit 
regulations,  the  section  404(b)(1) 
Guidelines,  and  Section  7(a)(2)  of  the 
ESA.  As  such,  the  Corps  will  act  as  the 
project  manager  for  the  evaluation  of  all 
permit  applications.  The  Corps  will 
advise  potential  applicants  of  its  role  as 
the  project  manager  and  decision-maker. 
This  guidance  does  not  restrict  EPA's 
authority  to  make  determinations  of 
compliance  with  the  Guidelines  in 
carrying  out  its  responsibilities  under 
Sections  309  and  404(c]  of  the  Clean 
Water  Act. 

(b)  As  the  project  manager,  the  Corps 
is  responsible  for  requesting  and 
evaluating  information  concerning  all 
permit  applications.  The  Corps  will 
obtain  and  utilize  this  information  in  a 
manner  that  moves,  as  rapidly  as 
practical,  the  regulatory  process 
towards  a  Hnal  permit  decision.  The 
Corps  will  not  evaluate  applications  as 
a  project  opponent  or  advocate — but 
instead  will  maintain  an  objective 
evaluation,  fully  considering  all  relevant 
factors. 

(c^The  Corps  will  fully  consider  other 
Federal  agencies’  project-related 
comments  when  determining 
compliance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA),  the 


Section  404(b)(l]  Guidelines,  the  ESA, 
the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act, 
and  other  relevant  statutes,  regulations, 
and  policies.  The  Corps  will  also  fully 
consider  the  agencies’  views  when 
determining  whether  to  issue  the  permit, 
to  issue  the  permit  with  conditions  and/ 
or  mitigation,  or  to  deny  the  permit. 

4.  The  Federal  Resources  Agencies’  Role 

(a)  It  is  recognized  that  the  Federal 
resource  agencies  have  an  important 
role  in  the  Department  of  the  Army 
Regulatory  Program  under  the  CWA, 
NEPA,  ESA,  Magnuson  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management  Act,  and 
other  relevant  statutes. 

(b)  When  providing  comments. 

Federal  resource  agencies  will  submit  to 
the  Corps  only  substantive,  project- 
related  information  on  the  impacts  of 
activities  being  evaluated  by  the  Corps 
and  appropriate  and  practicable 
measures  to  mitigate  adverse  impacts. 
The  comments  will  be  submitted  within 
the  time  frames  established  in 
interagency  agreements  and  regulations. 
Federal  resource  agencies  will  limit  their 
comments  to  their  respective  areas  of 
expertise  and  authority  to  avoid 
duplication  with  the  Corps  and  other 
agencies  and  to  provide  the  Corps  with 
a  sound  basis  for  making  permit 
decisions.  The  Federal  resource 
agencies  should  not  submit  comments 
that  attempt  to  interpret  the  Corps 
regulations  or  for  the  purposes  of 
section  404(a)  make  determinations 
concerning  compliance  with  the  Section 
404(b)(1)  Guidelines.  Pursuant  to  its 
authority  under  Section  404(b)(1)  of  the 
CWA,  the  EPA  may  provide  comments 
to  the  Corps  identifying  its  views 
regarding  compliance  with  the 
Guidelines.  While  the  Corps  will  fully 
consider  and  utilize  agency  comments, 
the  final  decision  regarding  the  permit 
application,  including  a  determination  of 
compliance  with  the  Guidelines,  rests 
solely  with  the  Corps. 

5.  Pre-Application  Consultation 

(a)  To  provide  potential  applicants 
with  the  maximum  degree  of  relevant 
information  at  an  early  phase  of  project 
planning,  the  Corps  will  increase  its 
efforts  to  encourage  pre-application 
consultations  in  accordance  with 
regulations  at  33  CFR  32S.l(b), 
Furthermore,  while  encouraging  pre¬ 
application  consultation,  the  Corps  will 
emphasize  the  need  for  early 
consultation  concerning  mitigation 
requirements,  if  impacts  to  aquatic 
resources  may  occur.  The  Corps  is 
responsible  for  initiating,  coordinating, 
and  conducting  pre-application 
consultations  and  other  discussions  and 
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meetings  with  applicants  regarding 
Department  of  the  Army  permits.  This 
may  not  apply  in  instances  where  the 
consultation  is  associated  with  the 
review  of  a  separate  permit  or  license 
required  from  another  Federal  agency 
(e.g..  the  Federal  Ener^  Regulatory 
Conunission  or  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission]  or  in  situations  where 
resource  agencies  perform  work  for 
others  outside  the  context  of  a  specific 
Department  of  the  Army  permit 
application  (e.g..  the  Conservation 
Reserve  Program  and  techmcal 
assistance  to  applicants  of  Federal 
grants). 

(b)  For  those  pre-application 
consultations  involving  activities  that 
may  result  in  impacts  to  aquatic 
resources,  the  Corps  will  provide  EPA, 
FWS,  NMFS  (as  appropriate),  and  other 
appropriate  Federal  and  State  agencies, 
a  reasonable  opportunity  to  participate 
in  the  pre-application  process.  The 
invited  agencies  will  participate  to  the 
maximum  extent  possible  in  the  pre¬ 
application  consultation,  since  this  is 
generally  the  best  time  to  consider 
alternatives  for  avoiding  or  reducing 
adverse  impacts.  To  the  extent  practical, 
the  Corps  and  the  Federal  resource 
agencies  will  develop  local  procedures 
(e.g.,  teleconferencing)  to  promote 
reasonable  and  effective  pre-application 
consultations  within  the  logistical 
constraints  of  all  affected  parties. 

6.  Applications  for  Individual  Permits 

(a)  The  Corps  is  responsible  for 
determining  the  need  for,  and  the 
coordination  of,  interagency  meetings, 
requests  for  information,  and  other 
interactions  between  permit  applicants 
and  the  Federal  Government.  In  this 
regard.  Federal  resource  agencies  will 
contact  the  Corps  to  discuss  and 
coordinate  any  additional  need  for 
information  from  the  applicant.  The 
Corps  will  cooperate  with  the  Federal 
resource  agencies  to  ensure,  to  the 
extent  practical,  that  information 
necessary  for  the  agencies  to  carry  out 
their  responsibilities  is  obtained.  If  it  is 
determined  by  the  Corps  that  an 
applicant  meeting  is  necessary  for  the 
exchange  of  information  with  a  Federal 
resource  agency  and  the  Corps  chooses 
not  to  participate  in  such  a  meeting,  the 
Federal  resource  agency  will  apprise  the 
Corps,  generally  in  writing,  of  that 
agency’s  discussions  with  the  applicant. 
Notwithstanding  such  meetings,  the 
Corps  is  solely  responsible  for  permit 
requirements,  including  mitigation  and 
other  conditions — the  Federal  resource 
agencies  must  not  represent  their  views 
as  regulatory  requirements.  In 
circumstances  where  the  Corps  meets 
with  the  applicant  and  develop 


information  that  will  afiect  the  permit 
decision,  the  Corps  will  apprise  the 
Federal  resource  agencies  of  such 
information. 

(b)  Consistent  with  33  CFR  325,  the 
Corps  will  ensure  that  public  notices 
contain  sufficient  information  to 
facilitate  the  timely  submittal  of  project- 
specific  comments  from  the  Federal 
resource  agencies.  The  resource 
agencies  comments  will  provide  specific 
information  and/or  data  related  to  the 
proposed  project  site.  The  Corps  will 
fully  consider  comments  regarding  the 
site  from  a  watershed  or  landscape 
scale,  including  an  evaluation  of 
potential  cumulative  and  secondary 
Impacts. 

(c)  The  Corps  must  consider 
cumulative  impacts  in  reaching  permit 
decisions.  In  addition  to  the  Corps  own 
expertise  and  experience,  the  Corps  will 
fully  consider  comments  from  the 
Federal  resource  agencies,  which  can 
provide  valuable  information  on 
cumulative  impacts.  Interested  Federal 
agencies  are  encouraged  to  provide 
periodically  to  the  Corps  generic 
comments  and  assessments  of  impacts 
(outside  the  context  of  a  specific  permit 
application)  on  issues  witMn  the 
agencies’  area  of  expertise. 

7.  General  Permits 

(a)  The  Corps  is  responsible  for 
proposing  potential  general  permits, 
assessing  impacts  of  and  comments  on 
proposed  general  permits,  and  deciding 
whether  to  issue  general  permits.  The 
Corps  will  consider  proposals  for 
general  permits  from  other  sources, 
including  the  Federal  resource  agencies, 
although  the  final  decision  regarding  the 
need  to  propose  a  general  permit  rests 
with  the  Corps.  Other  interested  Federal 
agencies  should  provide  comments  to 
the  Corps  on  proposed  general  permits.  * 
These  Federal  agency  comments  will  be 
submitted  consistent  with  established 
agreements  and  regulations  and  will 
focus  on  the  Federal  agencies’  area(s)  of 
expertise.  'The  Corps  will  fully  consider 
such  agencies’  comments  in  deciding 
whether  to  issue  general  permits, 
including  programmatic  general  permits. 

(b)  'The  Corps  is  responsible  for 
initiating  and  conducting  meetingss  that 
may  be  necessary  in  developing  and 
evaluating  potential  general  permits. 
Any  discussions  with  a  State  or  local 
Government  regarding  proposed 
programmatic  general  permits  will  be 
coordinated  through  and  conducted  by 
the  Corps.  Prior  to  issuing  a 
programmatic  general  permit,  the  Corps 
will  ensure  that  the  State  or  local 
program,  by  itself  or  with  appropriate 
conditions,  will  protect  the  aquatic 
environment,  including  wetlands,  to  the 


level  required  by  the  section  404 
program. 

8.  This  guidance  expires  31  December 
1997  unless  sooner  revised  or  rescinded. 

For  the  Commander: 

Arthur  E.  Williams, 

Major  General,  USA,  Director  of  Civil  Works, 
[FR  Doc.  92-13118  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  371(M)8-M 


DEFENSE  NUCLEAR  FACILITIES 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[Recommendation  92-21 

DOE’S  Facility  Representative  Program 
at  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities 

agency:  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities 
Safety  Board. 

action:  Notice;  recommendation. 

summary:  ’The  Defense  Nuclear 
Facilities  Safety  Board  has  made  a 
recommendation  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  pursuant  to  42  U.S.C.  2286a 
concerning  DOE’s  facility  representative 
program  at  defense  nuclear  facilities. 

’The  Board  requests  public  comments  on 
this  recommendation. 
dates:  Comments,  data,  views,  or 
arguments  concerning  this 
recommendation  are  due  on  or  before 
July  6. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments,  data, 
views,  or  arguments  concerning  this 
recommendation  to:  Defense  Nuclear 
Facilities  Safety  Board,  625  Indiana 
Avenue  NW.,  suite  700,  Washington,  DC 
20004. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kenneth  M.  Pusateri  or  Carole  J.  Council, 
at  the  address  above  or  telephone  (202) 
208-6400. 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

)ohn  T.  Conway, 

Chairman. 

DOE’S  Facility  Representative  Program 
at  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities 

Dated;  May  28. 1992. 

Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  Order 
5000.3A,  Occurrence  Reporting  and 
Processing  of  Information,  establishes  a 
policy  “to  assure  that  both  DOE  and 
DOE  contractor  line  management, 
including  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

(be)  kept  fully  and  currently  informed  of 
all  events  which  could  affect  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public.’’  As  a  central 
feature  of  the  measures  used  to 
implement  this  policy,  the  order  defines 
the  position  "DOE  Facility 
Representative’’  as  follows: 

"  DOE  Facility  Representative.  For  each 
major  facility  or  group  of  lesser  facilities,  an 
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individual  *  *  *  assigned  responsibility  by 
the  Head  of  the  Field  Organization  for 
monitoring  the  performance  of  the  facility 
and  its  operations.  This  individual  shall  be 
the  primary  point  of  contact  with  the 
contractor  and  will  be  responsible  to  the 
appropriate  Program  Secretarial  Officer 
(P^)  and  Head  of  Field  Organization  *  * 
jemphasis  added] 

In  addition,  DOE  Order  5480.19, 
Conduct  of  Operations  Requirements  for 
DOE  Facilities,  directs  that  “operations 
at  DOE  facilities  be  *  *  *  conducted  in 
a  manner  to  assure  an  acceptable  level 
of  safety,”  and  specifies  that  DOE 
Facility  Representatives  be  “assigned 
responsibility  [to]  oversee  the  day-to- 
day  conduct  of  operations  *  *  *  in 
accordance  with  *  *  *  direction 
received  from  the  Program  Manager.” 
Secretary  of  Energy  Notice  SEN-6E-92, 
Departmental  Organization  and 
Management  Arrangements,  extends 
this  chain  of  responsibility,  holding 
Program  Managers  accountable  to 
Program  Secretarial  Officers  (PSOs), 
who  in  turn  are  “accountable  to  [the 
Secretary]  for  their  respective  programs, 
including  safety  of  the  workers  and  the 
public  *  * 

Recognizing  the  importance  of  these 
positions  with  regard  to  assuring 
adequate  protection  of  the  public  health 
and  safety  at  DOE  defense  nuclear 
facilities,  the  Board  reviewed  existing 
department-wide  guidance  on  the 
selection,  training  and  responsibilities  of 
DOE  Facility  Representatives.  DOE 
Order  5000.3A  and  DOE  Order  5480.19 
(both  cited  above),  provide  only  limited 
details  concerning  DOE  Facilities 
Representative  duties  and 
responsibilities;  moreover,  there  are  no 
orders  that  prescribe  any  guidance  for 
selection  and  training  of  DOE  Facility 
Representatives,  nor  any  effective 
guidance  for  establishing  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  associated  with  these 
positions.  (See  Appendix  A) 

Having  made  numerous  reviews 
throughout  the  DOE  defense  nuclear 
facilities  complex,  the  Board  notes  that 
the  DOE  managers  for  several  facilities 
in  the  defense  nuclear  complex  have 
begun  to  establish  formal  Facility 
Representative  programs.  However, 
these  programs  are  operating  without 
centralized  direction.  Generally,  this  is 
resulting  in  widely  differing 
qualifications,  duties,  and 
responsibilities  for  DOE  Facility 
Representatives  from  facility  to  facility, 
even  at  the  same  site.  For  example.  DOE 
Facility  Representatives  encountered  by 
the  Board  have  ranged  from  personnel 
holding  doctoral  degrees  to  summer 
interns  (college  students). 

This  situation  could  result  in  failure 
by  DOE  to  achieve  the  level  of  technical 


vigilance  necessary  to  assure  the  safe 
operation  of  the  department’s  defense 
nuclear  facilities,  liie  Board  believes 
that  the  performance  of  the  interrelated 
safety,  technical,  and  management 
functions  by  DOE  Facility 
Representatives  would  be  enhanced  if  a 
formal  qualiHcation  program  for  these 
positions,  commensurate  with  their 
importance,  was  promulgated  at  the 
department  level  and  implemented 
throughout  the  defense  nuclear  facilities 
complex. 

Therefore,  the  Board  recommends  that 
for  defense  nuclear  facilities: 

1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  expeditiously  carry  out  a 
comprehensive  analysis  of  the  existing 
DOE  Facility  Representative  programs. 

a.  The  analysis  should  be  conducted 
under  the  direction  of  a  senior 
individual  who  has  demonstrated  high 
technical  and  managerial  ability  and  has 
demonstrated  an  understanding  of  the 
use  of  facility  representatives. 

b.  The  analysis  should  emphasize  the 
identification  of  those  aspects  of  the 
existing  programs  that  either  support  or 
impede  the  achievement  of  DOE 
objectives  for  assuring  the  protection  of 
public  health  and  safety.  Consideration 
should  be  given  to  evaluating: 

(1)  Qualification  requirements  and 
recruitment  practices  employed  in 
selecting  prospective  DOE  Facility 
Representatives; 

(2)  General  and  facility-specific 
training  and  examination  requirements 
and  practices  necessary  to  prepare 
prospective  DOE  Facility 
Representatives  for  field  assignments, 
and  to  maintain  their  proficiency; 

(3)  DOE  Facility  Representative  duties 
and  responsibilities; 

(4)  Existing  supervision  and 
management  of  the  Facility 
Representative  position,  now  provided 
by  several  individuals  in  some  facilities, 
especially  inquiring  whether  there  are 
clear  lines  of  responsibilities  with  both 
the  contractor  and  DOE  line 
management; 

(5)  Criteria  and  practices  for  assigning 
DOE  Facility  Representatives  to  each 
defense  nuclear  facility;  and 

(6)  DOE  personnel  practices  and 
procedures  that  provide  incentives  and 
impediments  to  making  the  position  of 
DOE  Facility  Representative  attractive 
and  career-enhancing.  At  a  minimum, 
restraints  imposed  by  the  practice  of 
measuring  responsibility  predominantly 
in  terms  of  numbers  of  individuals 
supervised  should  be  addressed. 

c.  The  analysis  should  identify 
practices  employed  in  successful 
Facility  Representative  programs 
outside  of  the  defense  nuclear  facilities 


complex  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
DOE  Facility  Representative  Program. 

d.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  analysis, 
an  estimate  should  be  prepared  of  the 
personnel  and  management  resources 
that  would  be  required  to  establish  and 
maintain  an  elective  DOE  Facility 
Representative  Program,  and  which 
reflects  the  results  of  the  analysis. 

2.  Utilizing  the  results  of  the 
comprehensive  analysis,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Department  of  Energy  establish  a 
formal  program  to  select,  train,  and 
assign  DOE  Facility  Representatives  for 
the  defense  nuclear  facilities. 

a.  In  establishing  thii  program,  DOE 
should  be  prepared  to  modify  personnel 
practices  and  programs  as  necessary  to 
establish  a  beneficial  and  effective  DOE 
Facility  Representative  Program. 

b.  This  program  should  give 
consideration  to: 

(1)  Delineating  DOE  Facility 
Representative  selection  requirements, 
including  specified  standards  of 
educational  achievement,  professional 
experience,  technical  aptitude,  and 
forcefulness; 

(2)  Establishing  DOE  Facility 
Representative  training  requirements, 
including  a  formal  centralized  core 
training  program,  a  formal  site-  and 
facility(s)-specific  training  program,  and 
a  continuing  education  and 
improvement  program,  each  including 
periodic  objective  examinations; 

(3)  Defining  DOE  Facility 
Representatives  duties  and 
responsibilities,  both  generically  and 
with  regard  to  each  facility  in  every 
mode  of  operation  including  transition 
states  such  as  between  PSO’s;  and 

(4)  Establishing  formal  requirements 
to  specify  those  activities  or  facilities 
requiring  the  assignment  of  DOE  Facility 
Representatives. 


John  T.  Conway, 

Chairman. 

Appendix  A — Review  of  DOE  Facility/ 
Site  Representative  Position 
Descriptions 

The  DNFSB  staff  has  reviewed  several 
current  or  proposed  position  descriptions, 
defining  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of 
DOE  Facility/Site  Representatives  at 
Savannah  River,  Richland,  Idaho  National 
Engineering  Laboratory  (INEL).  Rocky  Flats, 
and  the  Waste  Isolation  Pilot  Plant  (WIgP). 
Based  on  these  position  descriptions,  there 
appears  to  be  a  wide  disparity  in  the  duties 
and  qualifications  for  DOE  Facility/Site 
Representatives  from  facility  to  facility.  The 
lack  of  any  effective  guidance  in  establishing 
the  duties  and  responsibilities  associated 
with  these  positions  is  supported  by  the 
following  observations. 
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The  position  description  for  the  Facility 
Representative,  WIPP  Project  Office, 

(General  Engineer  GM-801~13)  most  closely 
tracks  the  definition  of  a  “DOE  Facility 
Representative”  as  defined  in  DOE  Order 
5000.3A.  The  position  description  properly 
summari2es  the  major  duties  of  the  facility 
representative  as  follows: 

"Conducts  daily  on-site  evaluation  of 
contractor  operations  with  emphasis  on 
personnel  health  and  safety,  nuclear  safety, 
environmental  protection,  facility 
modifications  and  maintenance,  and 
formality  of  operations.  Assures  safe 
operations  at  the  facility  at  all  times.  This  is 
accomplished  by  frequent  walk-through 
inspections  of  all  facility  spaces,  observation 
of  facility  activities,  and  continuous  interface 
with  contractor  personnel  at  all  levels. 
Deficiencies  or  concerns  are  resolved  directly 
with  the  contractor  Facility  Manager  (with 
timely  appropriate  notification  to  DOE 
management  of  the  actions  taken)  or,  as 
necessary,  are  elevated  through  DOE  line 
management  up  to  the  Operations  Office 
Manager  and  the  Headquarters  Program 
Manager. 

“Serves  as  the  primary  conduit  of 
information  concerning  facility  operations  for 
DOE  management.  Maintains  awareness  of 
all  activities,  ongoing  and  planned,  at  the 
facility  through  discussions  with  personnel  at 
all  levels,  through  participations  in  meetings 
on  daily  operations  and  problem  resolution, 
as  well  as  short  and  long  range  planning,  and 
through  problem  identification  and  resolution 
resulting  from  interfacing  with  personnel  at 
all  levels  on  walk-through  inspections  and 
observation  of  operations.  Is  responsible  for 
assuring  that  inspections,  observations,  and 
discussions  are  sufficiently  frequent  and 
timely  to  ensure  current  knowledge  of 
operations  at  all  times. 

“Is  normally  the  first  point  of  contact  for 
DOE  in  all  event  notifications  and  is 
available  to  respond  to  the  facility  around- 
the-clock.  Serves  as  the  primary  DOE  expert 
regarding  operational  activities  and  problem 
identification  and  resolution." 

In  contrast,  the  position  description  for  the 
Site  Representative,  Chemical  Processing 
Plant  Branch,  INEL,  includes  the  following 
definition  of  duties: 

“Performs  surveillance  of  the  facilities  to 
assure  that  work  is  being  done  in  accordance 
with  applicable  safety  standards  and 
specifications,  and  approved  operating  and 
work  control  procedures.  Facility  shutdown 
authority  rests  with  the  Assistant  Manager 
for  Nuclear  Programs.  The  Site 
Representative  may  exercise  this  authority, 
after  contacting  the  AM/NP,  when  in  his 
opinion,  operations  may  result  in  undue  risk 
to  health,  safety,  or  the  environment.  If  time 
permits,  such  action  will  be  coordinated  with 
the  MPD  Director,  AM/ES&H,  and  ID 
manager.  In  cases  other  than  imminent 
danger,  the  Site  Representative  will  first 
bring  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  facility 
management.  If  resolution  is  not  reached,  the 
Site  Representative  will  go  through  normal 
DOE-ID  line  management  for  directing  any 
change  in  operations." 

The  level  of  knowledge  required  of 
individuals  assigned  to  these  positions  varies 
widely  among  the  position  descriptions 


reviewed.  All  of  the  position  descriptions 
suffer  from  a  lack  of  specificity  as  to  how  an 
applicant  or  an  incumbent  in  diese  positions 
will  be  required  to  demonstrate  his  or  her 
proficiency  in  meeting  any  of  the  “Knowledge 
Requirements”  stated  in  the  position 
description.  In  fact,  no  level  of  educational 
achievement  is  cited  in  any  of  the  position 
descriptions.  The  Facility  Representative 
position  description  for  the  WIPP  Project 
Office  does  cite  a  Professional  Engineer 
license  as  being  highly  desirable,  but  not 
required.  This  position  description  also 
establishes  several  performance  criteria, 
including: 

‘The  ability  to  complete  training  on  safety 
and  environmental  regulatory  issues,  and  to 
apply  general  and  site-specihc  training 
toward  the  demonstration  of  detailed 
knowledge  of  safety-related  systems  design 
basis,  functions,  and  operational 
characteristics.” 

The  position  descriptions  reviewed  are  not 
consistent  in  the  assignment  of 
responsibilities  and  compensation  incentives. 
It  is  not  readily  discemable  as  to  how  certain 
DOE  Facility/Site  Representatives  are  given 
General  Schedule  classifications  (e.g.  GS-13) 
whereas  selected  DOE  Facility/Site 
Representatives  are  included  in  the  DOE 
Performance  Management  Recognition 
System.  This  latter  system,  based  on  the 
concept  of  pay  for  performance,  is  used  for 
individuals  assigned  to  supervisory  or  policy 
influencing  positions.  A  convincing  argument 
can  be  made  that  a  DOE  Facility/Site 
Representative  influences  the  operational 
policies  and  procedures  for  assigned  facilites 
and,  therefore,  should  be  assigned  to  this  pay 
for  performance  incentive  system. 

Appendix  B — ^Transmittal  Letter  to  the 
Sectary  of  Energy 

DEFENSE  NUCLEAR  FAClLfTIES  SAFETY 
BOARD 

625  Indiana  Avenue,  NW,  Suite  700, 
Washington.  D.C.  20004,  (202)  208-6400  A  FTS 
268-6400 

John  T.  Conway,  Chairman,  A.].  Eggenberger, 
Vice  Chairman,  John  W.  Crawford,  Jr., 
Herbert  John  Cecil  Kouts 
May  28, 1992. 

The  Honorable  James  D.  Watkins, 

Secretary  of  Energy, 

Washington,  DC  20585 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  On  May  28, 1992,  the 
Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board,  in 
accordance  with  42  U.S.C.  2286a(5), 
unanimously  approved  Recommendation  92-2 
which  is  enclosed  for  your  consideration. 
Recommendation  92-2  deals  with  DOE's 
facility  representative  program  at  defense 
nuclear  facilities. 

42  U.S.C.  2286d(a)  requires  the  Board,  after 
receipt  by  you,  to  promptly  make  this 
recommendation  available  to  the  public  in 
the  Department  of  Energy’s  regional  public 
reading  rooms.  The  Board  believes  the 
recommendation  contains  no  information 
which  is  classified  or  otherwise  restricted.  To 
the  extent  this  recommendation  does  not 
include  information  restricted  by  DOE  under 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 42  U.S.C.- 
2161-68,  as  amended,  please  arrange  to  have 
this  recommendation  promptly  placed  on  file 
in  your  regional  public  reading  rooms. 


The  Board  will  publish  this 
recommendation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

John  R.  Conway, 

Chairman. 

Enclosure 

(FR  Doc.  92-12998  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6S20-KD-M 


[Recommendation  92-3] 

Operational  Readiness  Reviews  for  the 
HB-Une  at  the  Savannah  River  Site, 
Aiken,  SC 

agency:  Defense  Nuclear  Facilities 
Safety  Board. 

ACTION:  Notice  recommendation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Defense  Nuclear 
Facilities  Safety  Board  has  made  a 
recommendation  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  pursuant  to  42  U.S.C.  2286a 
concerning  operational  readiness 
reviews  for  the  HB-Line  at  the  Savannah 
River  Site.  Aiken,  South  Carolina.  The 
Board  requests  public  comments  on  this 
recommendation. 
dates:  Comments,  data,  views,  or 
arguments  concerning  this 
recommendation  are  due  on  or  before 
July  6, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments,  data, 
views,  or  arguments  concerning  this 
recommendation  to:  Defense  Nuclear 
Facilities  Safety  Board,  625  Indiana 
Avenue  NW.,  suite  700,  Washington,  DC 
20004. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Kenneth  M.  Pusateri  or  Carole  J. 

Council,  at  the  address  above  or 
telephone  (202)  208-6400. 

Dated  June  1, 1992. 

John  T.  Conway, 

Chairman. 

[Recommendation  92-3] 

Operational  Readiness  Reviews  for  the 
HB-Line  at  the  Savannah  River  Site, 
Aiken,  South  Carolina 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

As  indicated  in  our  recent 
Recommendation  92-1.  the  Board  is 
continuing  its  oversight  and 
investigation  of  health  and  safety  issues 
related  to  the  proposed  resumption  of 
plutonium  processing  in  the  HB-Line  at 
the  Savannah  River  Site,  South  Carolina. 
Our  review  of  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  and  contractor  documents,  as 
well  as  other  information  obtained 
during  the  investigation  to  date,  leads 
the  Board  to  conclude  that  the 
Operational  Readiness  Review  (ORR)  of 
the  HB-Line  conducted  by  Westinghouse 
Savannah  River  Company  (WSRC) 
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during  the  sununer  of  1991,  and  DOE's 
subsequent  review  called  an  “ORE”, 
were  premature,  limited  in  scope,  and 
inadequate.  Moreover,  some  of  the 
conclusions  reached  seem  suspect.  The 
Board  was  particularly  concerned  that 
some  safety  issues  requiring  resolution 
prior  to  resumption  of  operations 
(Category  1)  were  reclassified  as  post¬ 
resumption  issues  (Category  2),  without 
the  concurrence  of  certain  DOE  team 
members,  raising  a  question  regarding 
the  supportability  of  the  findings.  The 
ORRs  did  not  ensure  adequate 
resolution  and  closure  of  safety  and 
health  issues  associated  with  the  HB- 
Line,  which  had  not  been  operated  since 
1987.  When  attempts  were  made  to 
resume  operations  in  the  HB-Line  during 
the  summer  of  1991,  following  the  ORRs. 
a  series  of  radiological  exposures  to 
workers  and  other  safety  incidents 
occurred,  causing  operations  to  be 
suspended.  In  October  of  1991,  the  HB- 
Line  resumed  operations  until  March  of 
1992,  when  operations  were  again 
suspended  due  to  an  unreviewed  safety 
question.  The  Office  of  Nuclear  Safety's 
review,  as  well  as  other  assessments  of 
HB-Line,  identiHed  safety  issues  which 
still  have  not  been  resolved. 

The  Department  has  placed  a  priority 
upon  safety  resuming  HB-Line 
operations  to  meet  commitments  made 
to  NASA.  While  recognizing  that  the 
HB-Line  may  not  pose  an  undue  risk  to 
the  off-site  public,  the  Board  remains 
concerned  with  protection  of  on-site 
personnel,  since  an  adequate 
assessment  of  operational  readiness  has 
not  been  conducted,  nor  has  an 
adequate  assessment  of  an  accidental 
ground  level  release  been  performed. 

The  Board  has  determined  that  the 
conduct  of  adequate  and  thorough 
ORRS  by  WSRC  and  DOE  are  essential 
for  identifying  and  resolving  remaining 
health  and  safety  issues  affecting 
workers,  and  at  the  same  time  promptly 
achieving  readiness  for  restart. 

Therefore,  the  Board  recommends 
that,  prior  to  resuming  operations  in  the 
HB-Line: 

1.  DOE  direct  WSRC  to  reopen  its 
ORR,  and  that  WSRC  and  DOE  conduct 
adequate  ORRs  in  accordance  with 
previous  Board  recommendations  and 
DOE  implementation  plans  for  ORRs  at 
other  facilities. 

2.  Comprehensive  criteria  documents 
be  established  for  judging  and 
measuring  readiness  to  restart.  The 
criteria  documents  should  include  the 
bases  for  judging  which  safety  issues 
must  be  resolved  prior  to  resumption, 
and  which  issues  may  be  deferred  for 
resolution  subsequent  to  restart. 


3.  WSRC  issue  a  Readiness  to  Proceed 
Memorandum  requesting  DOE  approval 
for  resumption  of  operations  after 
WSRC  has  completed  its  ORR  and  has 
determined  that  safety  issues 
appropriate  for  closure  prior  to 
resumption  have  been  adequately 
resolved. 

4.  DOE  provide  whatever  assistance  it 
deems  appropriate  to  WSRC  during  the 
contractor’s  conduct  of  its  ORR. 
recognizing  that  such  assistance  is 
separate  and  distinct  from  DOE’s 
subsequent  and  independent  execution 
of  its  own  ORR. 

5.  A  DOE  ORR  team,  including  a 
Senior  Advisory  Group,  conduct  an 
independent  and  comprehensive  ORR 
for  HB-Line  after  (a)  WSRC  has 
conducted  an  adequate  ORR  and  issued 
a  Readiness  to  Proceed  Memorandum 
requesting  DOE  approval  for  resumption 
of  approval  of  resumption  of  operations, 
and  (b)  DOE  has  sufficient  reason  to 
believe  that  significant  deBciencies 
aB'ecting  the  resumption  and  safe 
operation  of  HB-Line  have  been 
corrected  by  the  contractor. 

6.  The  DOE  ORR  team  consist  of 
experienced  individuals  whose 
backgrounds  collectively  include  all 
important  facets  of  the  operations 
involved;  that  the  majority  of  the  team 
members  be  independent  of  HB-Line 
direct  line  management  responsibilities 
to  ensure  an  independent  and  unbiased 
assessment. 

7.  In  preparing  for  the  Operational 
Readiness  Review  for  the  HB-Line,  DOE 
and  WSRC  should  reexamine  the  HB- 
Line  Safety  Analysis  Report  (SAR)  to 
ensure  that:  (a)  The  accident  analyses 
adequately  consider  all  credible 
scenarios:  (b)  all  appropriate  engineered 
safety  systems  which  are  necessary  to 
prevent  accidents  or  mitigate  the  on-site 
and  off-site  consequences  of  those 
accidents  are  identified:  and  (c)  the 
information  obtained  from  the  updated 
Fire  Hazards  Analysis  is  consistent  with 
the  accident  analyses. 

8.  WSRC  and  DOE  should  complete 
their  assessment  of  compliance  with 
DOE  safety  orders  at  H&Line,  and 
finish  their  review,  approval,  and 
implementation  of  any  compensatory 
measures  that  are  necessary  and 
appropriate  to  achieve  the  objectives  of 
order  compliance  and  safe  resumption 
of  operations  at  HB-Line. 

|ohn  T.  Conway, 

Chairman. 


Appendix — ^Transmittal  Letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy 

DEFENSE  NUCLEAR  FACILITIES  SAFETY 
BOARD 

625  Indiana  Avenue,  NW,  Suite  TOO, 
Washington.  D.C.  20004,  (202)  200-0400 
•  FTS2e8-6400 

|ohn  T.  Conway.  Chairmaa  A.].  Eggenberger, 
Vice  Chairmaa  John  W.  Crawford,  Jr., 
Herbert  John  Cecil  Kouts 

May  29, 1992 

The  Honorable  lames  D.  Watkins, 

Secretary  of  Energy.  Washington,  DC 20585 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  In  accordance  with  42 
U.S.C.  2286a(2)  the  Board  has  conducted  an 
investigation  of  DOE  and  contractor 
activities  at  the  HB-Line  at  the  Savannah 
River  Site.  Pursuant  to  that  investigation 
which  is  drawing  to  a  close,  the  Board  sent  to 
you  Recommendation  92-1  by  letter  dated 
May  21, 1992. 

In  furtherance  of  that  recommendation,  the 
Defense  Nuclear  Facilities  Safety  Board,  in 
accordance  with  42  U.S.C.  2286a(5). 
unanimously  approved  Recommendation  92-3 
which  is  enclos^  for  your  consideration. 
Recommendation  92-3  deals  with  operational 
readiness  reviews  for  the  HB-Line  at  the 
Savannah  river  Site.  Aiken,  South  Carolina. 

42  U.S.C.  2286d(a)  requires  the  Board,  after 
receipt  by  you,  to  promptly  make  this 
recommendation  available  to  the  public  in 
the  Department  of  Energy’s  regional  public 
reading  rooms.  The  Board  believes  the 
recommendation  contains  no  information 
whidi  is  classified  or  otherwise  restricted.  To 
the  extent  this  recommendation  does  not 
include  information  restricted  by  DOE  under 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 42  U.S.C 
2161-68,  as  amended,  please  arrange  to  have 
this  recommendation  promptly  placed  on  file 
in  your  regional  public  reading  rooms. 

The  Board  will  publish  this 
recommendation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

John  T.  Conway. 

Chairman. 

Enclosure 

|FR  Doc.  92-13061  Filed  8-3-92;  8^45  am| 
9IUJNG  COOC  taSO-KO-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commlasion 

(Project  No.  2179-010  Callfomial 

Merced  Irrigation  District;  AvailablBty 
of  Environmental  Assessment 

May  29, 1992. 

In  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission's  regulations,  18  CFR  Part 
380  (Order  No.  486,  52  FR  47910),  the 


23580 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  108  /  Thursday,  June  4,  1992  /  Notices 


Office  of  Hydropower  Licensing  (OHL) 
has  reviewed  the  application  for 
addition  of  a  water  delivery  system 
pursuant  to  article  45  of  the  license  for 
the  New  Exchequer  Hydroelectric 
Project.  The  project  is  located  on  the 
Merced  River  in  Mariposa  and  Merced 
Counties,  California. 

The  staff  of  OHL’s  Division  of  Project 
Compliance  and  Administration  has 
prepared  an  Environmental  Assessment 
(EA)  for  the  proposed  action.  In  the  EA, 
staff  concludes  that  approval  of  a  water 
delivery  system  would  not  constitute  a 
major  federal  action  signiHcantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment. 

Copies  of  the  EA  are  available  for 
review  in  the  Reference  and  Information 
Center,  room  3308,  of  the  Commission's 
Offices  at  941  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13004  Filed  6-3-92;  6:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  TM92-7-22-000) 

CNG  Transmission  Corp.;  Proposed 
Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  29. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  CNG  Transmission 
Corporation  (“CNG"),  on  May  26. 1992, 
filed  the  following  tariff  sheets  for 
inclusion  in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1: 

Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  45 

Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  45 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  50 

CNG  states  that  the  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  recover:  revised  PSP  charges 
allocated  to  it  by  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  (‘Transco")  in 
Docket  No.  TM92-ia-29-000:  Year  2 
LPSP  charges  allocated  to  CNG  by 
Transco  in  Docket  No.  TM92-12-29-000; 
and  take-or-pay  costs  allocated  to  CNG 
by  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
in  Docket  Nos.  RP91-61-000,  et  al. 

CNG  requests  effective  dates  for  these 
proposed  tariff  sheets  of  May  27, 1992: 
June  26, 1992;  and  August  1, 1991; 
respectively. 

CNG  states  that  copies  of  this  filing 
were  served  upon  CNG's  customers  as 
well  as  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  protest  or 
motion  to  intervene  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  (ilapitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  214 
and  211  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 


Practice  and  Procedure,  18  CFR  385.214 
and  385.211.  All  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  5, 1992. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  Hie 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13003  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUMG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  Na  TQ92-5-23-000] 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  29. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Eastern  Shore 
Natural  Gas  Company  (ESNG)  tendered 
for  filing  on  May  27, 1992  certain  revised 
tariff  sheets  included  in  Appendix  A 
attached  to  the  Hling.  Such  sheets  are 
proposed  to  be  effective  June  1, 1992. 

ESNG  states  that  the  sales  rates  set 
forth  in  the  above  referenced  tari^ 
sheets  reflect  an  increase  of  $0.3012  per 
dt  in  the  commodity  rates  and  an 
increase  of  $0.3772  in  the  demand  rate. 
The  increased  gas  cost  in  the  instant 
filing  results  from: 

fl)  Adjusting  ESNG's  rates  to  reflect 
the  impact  of  higher  prices  being  paid  to 
producers /suppliers  under  ESNG's 
market  responsive  gas  supply  contracts; 
and 

(2)  Updating  ESNG's  pipeline  supplier 
demand  rates. 

ESNG  states  that  copies  of  the  Hling 
have  been  served  upon  its  jurisdictional 
customers  and  interested  State 
Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211  and  385.214). 
All  such  motions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  June  5, 1992.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 


Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13002  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


(Docket  No.  RP92-133-000  (Phase  I)] 

Gas  Research  Institute;  Second 
Amendment  to  the  Modified  Funding 
Mechanism 

May  28. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  26, 1992,  the 
Gas  Research  Institute  (GRI)  proposed 
to  amend,  for  a  second  time,  the 
modiHed  funding  mechanism  it  had 
proposed  on  March  20, 1992  in  this 
proceeding.  GRI  proposes  the  following 
mechanism  to  fund  its  research  and 
development  program  for  the  remainder 
of  1992  and  for  1993: 

1.  Collection  of  the  GRI  funding  unit  of 
1.47  cents  per  Dth  [i.e.,  1.51  cents  per 
Mcf)  in  conjunction  with  all 
nondiscounted  commodity  charges  and 
one-part  rates  for  transportation 
services,  including  those  associated  with 
bundled  sales  transactions,  would 
continue  to  be  accomplished  as  it  is 
under  the  existing  mechanism,  i.e.,  by 
applying  a  volumetric  surcharge  to  the 
member  interstate  pipeline 
transportation  services,  including  those 
associated  with  bundled  sales.  As 
always,  the  surcharge  will  be  collected 
only  once  on  each  unit  of  gas. 

2.  Funding  necessary  to  make  up  the 
GRI  estimated  revenue  shortfall  of 
approximately  $43  million  resulting  from 
exempting  discounted  transactions  from 
GRI  funding,  would  be  collected  through 
a  uniform  demand  or  reservation 
surcharge  of  8  cents  per  Dth  per  month. 
GRI  intends  that  this  surcharge  would 
remain  in  effect,  without  change,  for  the 
remainder  of  1992  and  for  1993. 

3.  An  interstate  pipeline  member's 
total  annual  GRI  funding  responsibility 
based  on  transactions  involving 
discounted  demand  or  reservation 
charges  would  be  limited  to  10  percent 
of  its  total  1991  GRI  contributions. 

Comments  on  the  amended  funding 
mechanism  and  motions  to  intervene 
should  be  filed  by  June  5, 1992  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426.  All  comments 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
persons  commenting  parties  to  this 
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proceeding.  Accordingly,  any  person  not 
already  a  party  who  wishes  to  become  a 
party  must  also  Tile  a  motion  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lob  D.  Cashelt, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  92-1300)  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am| 
Buxme  cooc  erir-oi-M 


[Docket  No.  T092-5-18-000] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  29. 199Z 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas), 
on  May  27, 1992,  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1: 

Fifty-sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 
Fifth-sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10A 
Thirty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  11 
Twenty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  IIA 
Twenty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  IIB 

Texas  Gas  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  reflect  changes  in  purchased  gas 
costs  pursuant  to  an  Out-of-Cycle  PGA 
Rate  Adjustment  and  are  proposed  to  be 
effective  June  1. 1992.  Texas  Gas  further 
states  that  the  proposed  tariff  sheets 
reflect  a  commodity  rate  increase  of 
$.1199  per  MMBtu  in  purchased  gas 
costs  from  those  reflected  in  the  rates 
set  forth  in  the  Out-of-Cycle  PGA  filed 
April  29, 1992  (Docket  No.  TQ92-4-18). 
No  changes  are  proposed  for  the 
demand  or  SGN  Standby  rates. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  served  upon  Texas 
Gas’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  state  commissions. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  Hie  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  385.214 
and  385.211  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
and  Regulations.  All  such  protests  or 
motions  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
June  5, 1992.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Lob  D.  Casbell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13001  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
ettuNO  cooe  srtr-OY-M 


Office  of  Fossil  Energy 

(FE  Docket  No.  92-29-NGl 

Williams  Gas  Marketing  C04  Order 
Granting  Blanket  Authorization  To 
Import  Natural  Gas  From  Canada 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy,  DOE. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  order. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Fossil  Energy  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  gives  notice 
that  it  has  issued  an  order  granting 
Williams  Gas  Marketing  Company 
blanket  authorization  to  import  up  to  200 
Bcf  of  natural  gas  from  Canada  over  a 
two-year  term,  beginning  on  the  date  of 
first  delivery  after  May  31, 1992.  the  day 
WGM's  existing  blanket  import 
authorization  expires. 

A  copy  of  this  order  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the  Office  of 


Fuels  Programs  Docket  Room,  3F-056, 
Forrestal  Building.  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW..  Washington,  DC  20585, 
(202)  586-9478.  The  do^et  room  is  open 
between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30 
pjn.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  May  29, 1992. 
Charles  F.  Vacek, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fuels 
Programs,  Off  ice  of  Fossil  Energy. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13122  Filed  6-3-92;  645  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  SSSO-OI-M 


Office  of  Healings  and  Appeals 

Cases  Filed  During  the  Week  of  April 
17  Through  April  24, 1992 

During  the  Week  of  April  17  through 
April  24, 1992,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  appendix  to  this  notice  were 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy. 
Submissions  inadvertently  omitted  from 
earlier  lists  have  also  been  included. 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations,  10 
CFR  p€irt  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  I)OE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals.  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  DC  205^. 

Dated:  June  1, 1992. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Off  ice  Hearings  and  Af^reok. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Week  ol  April  17  through  April  24,  19921 


Date 

Name  and  location  ol  applicant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submission 

March  22.  1992 . 

GuH/ Dick's  Sell  Service,  Mihvaukee,  Wl . 

RR300-139 

Request  lor  Modilication/ Rescission  in  the  GuH  Relund  Proceed¬ 
ing.  It  Grarrted:  The  March  6  1991  Decision  and  Order  (Case 
No.  RF300-8983)  issued  to  Dick’s  Sell  Service  regarding  the 
lirm's  Application  lor  Relund  submitted  in  the  GuN  relund  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  be  modified. 

AprU  17. 1992 _ 

Crescent  Relmmg  &  Oil  Ca  and  Petioleuin  Fuel 
Company.  Washington.  DC. 

LEF-0044 

Implementation  ol  Special  ReturKl  Procedures.  II  Granted:  The 
Otiice  ol  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Returnl 
Procedures  pursuant  to  10  C.F.R.,  Part  205,  Subpart  V,  In 
connection  with  the  September  18,  1991  Cor^ent  Judgement 
entered  into  with  Crescent  Refining  &  Oil  Company  and  Petrole¬ 
um  Fuel  Company. 

Do . . . . 

Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber  Company,  Washmgton, 
DC. 

RR272-92 

Request  tor  Modification/ Rescission  in  the  Crude  Oil  Returnl 
Proceeding.  II  Granted:  The  October  7, 1991  Decision  arid  Order 
(Case  No.  RF272720175)  issued  to  Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber 
Company  regarclng  the  firm’s  Application  lor  RelurKl  submitted 
in  the  crude  oil  relurxl  proceeding  would  be  moddied 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 


[Week  of  April  17  through  April  24, 1992] 


Date 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submission 

April  20.  1992 . 

Enron/Texaco  Refining  and  Marketing.  IrK..  St 
Louis,  MO. 

RR340-1 

Request  for  Modification/Rescission  in  the  Enron  Refund  Proceed- 
irtg.  If  Granted:  The  December  6,  1991  Decision  and  Order 
(Case  No.  RF340-25)  issued  to  Texaco  Refinirtg  and  Marketing. 
Irx:.,  regarding  the  firm's  Application  for  Refurtd  submitted  in  the 
Ertron  refund  proceedirtg  would  be  modified. 

Aprs  24.  1992 . 

Gulf/Carolina  Fuel  Raleigh,  NC . 

RR300-140 

Request  for  Modification /Rescission  In  the  Gulf  Refund  Proceed- 
irtg.  If  Granted:  The  March  27,  1992  Decision  and  Order  (Case 
No.  RF300-59)  issued  to  Carolina  Fuel  regarding  a  correction  to 
the  firm's  Application  for  Refund  submitted  in  the  Gulf  refurtd 
proceedirtg  would  be  modified. 

Refund  Appucations  Received 


Date  received 


Name  of  refurnl  proceeding /name  of  refund  applicant 


RQ1-578 
RQ3-579 
RQ2-580 
R0251-581 
RF300-19927 
thru  RF300- 
19960 

RF304-12977 
thru  RF304- 
13002 

RF321-18571 
thru  RF321- 
18589 
RF340-114 
RF340-115 
RF333-30 
RF340-116 
RF340-117 
RF340-118 
nF340-119 
RF340-120 
RF340-121 


IFR  Doc.  92-13107  Filed  6-3-92;  B:45  am) 
BIUJNO  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Case*  Hied  During  the  Week  of  April 
24  Through  May  1, 1992 

During  the  Week  of  April  24  through 
May  1, 1992,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  appendix  to  this  notice  were 


filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations.  10 
CFR  part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  I>OE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 


notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  Hied  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy.  Washington,  DC  20585. 

Dated:  May  28. 1992. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 


List  of  Cases  Recbved  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 


[Week  of  April  24  through  May  2,  1992] 


Date 

Name  and  location  of  appkcant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submission 

April  23.  1992 . 

Tesoro/Defense  Fuel  Supply  Center.  Alexandria. 
VA. 

RR326-1 

Request  for  Modification/ Rescission  in  the  Tesoro  Refund  Pro¬ 
ceeding.  H  Granted:  The  December  30,  1991  Decision  and  Order 
(Case  No.  RF326-310)  issued  to  Defense  Fuel  Supply  Center 
regarding  the  firm's  Application  for  Refund  ^bmitted  in  the 
Tesoro  refund  proceeding  would  be  modified. 

Apm  24.  1992 . 

GuH/Gulfmain  Service  Center.  Rye  Brook,  NY . 

RR300-142 

Request  for  Modification/ Rescission  in  the  Gulf  Refund  Proceed¬ 
ing.  If  (Granted:  The  March  30.  1992  Dismissal  Letter  (Case  No. 
RF300-13532)  Issued  to  GuHmain  Service  Center  regarding  the 
firm's  Application  for  Refund  submitted  in  the  Gulf  refund  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  be  modified. 

April  27.  1992 . 

C.  Parker  Oil  Company.  Inc.,  AsheviSe.  NC . 

LEE-0042 

Except  to  the  Reporting  Requirements.  If  Granted:  C.  Parker  OH 
Company,  Inc.,  would  not  be  required  to  file  Form  EIA-672B. 

1  "ReseUer/Retailor's  Monthly  Petroleum  Product  Sales  Report." 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 

[Week  of  April  24  through  May  2, 19921 


Date 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No. 


Type  of  submission 


Do. 


Do. 


Consofidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York,  et  at,  Gtad- 
wyne,  PA. 


Gulf/Liverman’s  Gulf,  Woodbridge,  VA . 


April  29.  '992.. 


ARCO/Alger  OH  Company,  Rising  Sun.  MD. 


Do. 


Texaco/Stewart's  Texaco,  Shamrock,  TX . 


Apnl  30.  1992.. 


Gutf/Hitl's  Gulf.  Woodbridge.  VA.. 


LER-0008 


nn300-141 


RR304-38 


RR321-112 


RR300-144 


Do. 


Do.. 


GuH/Kelly’s  Golf.  Woodbridge,  VA .  RR300-145 


Gutf/S&S  Service  Station.  Deposit,  NY.. 


May  1.  1992. 


James  L  Schwab,  Spokane,  WA.. 


Do. 


Do. 


Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New  York,  et  a!.. 
Now  York.  NY. 


341  Tract  Unit  of  the  CItronelle  Field,  Washington, 
DC. 


RR300-143 


LFA-0208 


LER-0009 


LER-0010 


Request  for  Modification/Rescission.  If  Granted;  The  AprH  2, 1992 
Decision  and  Oder  (Case  No.  KEF-0120)  issued  to  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Edoon  Co.  of  New  York,  et  aL,  concerning  a  determma- 
tion  to  extend  the  deadline  lor  the  submission  of  crude  oH  refund 
claims  to  June  30, 1994,  would  be  resdrxled. 

Request  lor  Modification/Rescission  in  the  Gulf  Refund  Proceed- 
ir^  If  Granted;  The  April  6,  1992  Dismissal  Letter,  issued  to 
Liverman's  (aulf  regarding  the  firm’s  Application  for  Refurfo 
submitted  the  Gulf  refund  proceeding  would  be  (Txxkfied. 

Request  for  Modification/Rescission  in  the  ARCO  RefurKi  Pro- 
ceeding.  If  Granted;  The  AprH  8, 1992  Decision  and  Oder  (Case 
No.  RR304-35)  issued  to  Algw  OI  Company  in  the  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company  Subpart  V  special  refund  proceeding  would 
be  modified. 

Request  for  Modification/Rescission  in  the  Texaco  Refund  Pro¬ 
ceeding.  If  Granted;  The  AprH  1, 1992  Decision  and  Oder  (Case 
No.  RF321-18499)  issued  to  Stewart's  Texaco  regarding  the 
firm’s  Application  for  Refund  submitted  in  the  Texaco  refimd 
proceedirtg  would  be  inodified. 

Rer^iest  for  Modification/Rescission  In  the  GuN  Refurxf  Proceed¬ 
ing.  If  (Vanted;  The  AprH  6, 1992  dismissal  of  an  Application  for 
Refund  filed  by  HHTs  GuM  (Case  No.  RF300-13058)  in  the  Gulf 
OH  Company  special  refu^  proceeding  would  be  reviewed. 
Request  for  Modification/Rescission  in  the  (aulf  Refund  Proceed- 
irig.  If  Granted;  The  AprH  6, 1992  dismissal  of  an  Application  for 
Refund  filed  by  Kelly’s  (aulf  ((^^e  No.  RF3(X>-13182)  in  the  (aulf 
OH  special  refund  proceeding  would  be  reviewed. 

Request  for  Modification/ Rescission  in  the  (auH  Refurxf  Proceed¬ 
ing.  If  Granted;  The  March  30,  1992  dismissal  of  an  Application 
for  Refurxf  filed  by  the  S&S  Service  Station  (Case  No.  RF3(X}- 
11720)  in  the  Gulf  OH  special  refund  proceeding  would  be 
nrxxfified. 

Appeal  of  an  Information  Request  Denial.  If  Granted;  James  L 
Schwab  would  receive  a  waiver  of  aH  fees  incurred  in  the 
processing  of  Ixs  Freedom  of  Information  Request  for  a  video¬ 
tape  mailed  to  him  on  February  6, 1992. 

Request  for  Modification/Rescission.  If  Granted;  The  AprH  2, 1992 
Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  LFX-0006)  issued  in  the  341 
Tract  Unit  of  the  C^onelle  Field  proceeding  to  entertain  claims 
for  refunds  from  Farmer  Cooperatives  and  Airlines  who  executed 
waivers  and  releases  in  The  Department  of  Energy  Stripper  Well 
Exemptions  Litigation  would  be  nxxfified. 

Request  for  Modification/Rescission.  If  Granted;  The  December 
24,  1991  Decision  and  Oder  (Cases  Nos.  HER-4X)50,  HER- 
0106  and  KEZ-0096)  issued  to  the  341  Tract  Unit  of  the 
C^oneHe  Field  reganfing  the  termination  of  previously  granted 
exception  relief  would  be  rrxxfified. 


Refund  Appucations  Received 


I 


Date  received 


Name  of  refund  proceeding/name  of  refund  applicant 


Case  Na 


RF272-92217 
thru  RF272- 
92250 

RF304-13003 

thruRF304- 

13021 

RF304-122 

thruRF340- 

161 

RF343-8 
RF342-201 
RF300-19961 
RF300-19962 
RF300-19963 
RF300-19964 
RF300-19965 
RF300-19966 
RF300-19967 
RF321-18587 
RF321-18590 
RF321-18591 
RF321-18592 
RF321-18593 
1  RF321 -18594 
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Refund  Appucations  Received— Continued 

Date  received 

!  Name  of  refund  proceeding/name  ol  refund  applicant 

Case  No. 

April  28.  1992 _ 

RA272-50 

Do. . 

RF342-202 

Do . 

RF300-19968 

April  29  1992 . 

RF321-18595 

Do . 

RF342-203 

Do . 

RF300-19969 

Anol  30  1992 

RF321-18596 

_ 1 _ : 

|FR  Doc.  92-13123  Filed  &-3-92;  8;45  am) 
BttJJNQ  CODE  64SO-01-M 


Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders 
During  the  Week  of  April  20  Through 
April  24, 1992 

During  the  week  of  April  20  through 
April  24, 1992.  the  decisions  and  orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  appeals  and  applications  for 
other  relief  filed  with  the  Oflice  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  that  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Appeals 

David  Dekok.  4/21/92.  LFA-0199 

On  March  23, 1992.  David  DeKok  filed 
an  Appeal  from  a  February  28. 1992. 
determination  issued  by  the  San 
Francisco  Field  Office  (SFO)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  in  response 
to  a  request  for  documents  that  Dekok 
had  made  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (FOIA).  In  considering 
the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that  SFO 
had  met  the  requirements  of  the  FOIA 
by  making  the  responsive  documents 
available  for  the  requestor’s  review  at 
the  Lawrence  Livermore  National 
Laboratories  and  that  it  had  made  an 
adequate  search  for  responsive 
documents.  However,  SFO  was  directed 
to  issue  a  new  determination  concerning 
whether  a  certain  document  that  it  had 
discovered  pursuant  to  the  Appeal  was 
responsive  to  the  Appellant's  request. 

James  L  Schwab.  4/23/92.  LFA-0200 
James  L  Schwab  (Schwab)  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  determination  issued  to 
him  by  the  Department  of  Energy  Field 
Office.  Albuquerque  (DOE/AL)  in 
response  to  a  request  for  information 
made  by  Mr.  Schwab  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (FOIA).  Mr.  Schwab, 
a  former  employee  of  a  DOE  contractor, 
had  requested  all  documents  regarding 
the  DOE'S  investigations  into  allegations 
made  by  Schwab  concerning:  (1)  Illegal 
telephone  use  by  contractor  employees 
at  the  Tonapah  Test  Range  (TTR);  (2) 
the  use  of  material  which  originated  in 


South  Africa  at  TTR;  and  (3)  the 
possible  sighting  of  endangered  species 
at  TTR.  In  its  March  16, 1992, 
determination,  DOE/AL  provided 
Schwab  with  copies  of  three  documents 
regarding  illegal  telephone  use,  and  two 
other  documents  regarding  the  possible 
sighting  of  endangered  species.  Schwab 
appealed  the  adequacy  of  DOE/AL's 
search  and  determination.  In 
considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found 
that  DOE/AL's  case  file  indicated  that 
Sandia  National  Laboratories  had  been 
contacted  to  provide  documents 
responsive  to  Schwab’s  request. 
However,  because  of  personnel  changes 
at  DOE/AL,  it  could  not  be  determined 
whether  other  offices  or  individuals 
were  contacted.  Based  on  the 
information  provided  by  DOE/AL,  the 
DOE  was  unable  to  determine  whether 
the  search  conducted  was  adequate  or 
reasonably  calculated  to  uncover  the 
material  sought  by  the  Appellant. 
Consequently,  the  DOE  remanded  the 
matter  to  DOE/AL  to  conduct  a  new 
search  for  all  documents  responsive  to 
Schwab’s  request. 

Seattle  Post-Intelligencer.  4/24/92.  LFA- 
0205 

On  April  16, 1992,  the  Seattle  Post- 
Intelligencer  (SPI)  filed  an  Appeal  from 
a  determination  issued  by  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  (BPA) 
in  response  to  a  request  for  documents 
made  by  SPI  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (FOIA).  In  that 
determination.  BPA  denied  a  request  for 
a  copy  of  a  settlement  agreement 
between  the  Washington  Public  Power 
Supply  System  and  the  General  Electric 
Company  on  the  basis  that  the 
document  was  the  subject  of  a 
confidentiality  order  issued  by  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Washington.  The 
order  specifically  directed  BPA  not  to 
release  the  settlement  agreement.  The 
DOE  found  clear  Supreme  Court 
authority  stating  that  the  FOIA  does  not 
require  an  agency  to  commit  contempt 
of  court  in  order  to  release  documents  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
the  FOIA.  Accordingly,  the  Appeal  was 
denied. 


Thomas  Williams,  4/24/92,  LFA-0204 

Thomas  Williams  filed  an  Appeal 
from  a  denial  by  the  Department  of 
Energy  Office  of  Inspector  General  of  a 
request  for  information  submitted  by  Mr. 
Williams  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (FOIA).  Because  some 
of  the  documents  responsive  to 
Williams'  request  related  to  matters 
under  investigation  by  the  IG,  certain 
materials  were  withheld  pursuant  to 
FOIA  Exemption  7(A),  which  shields 
from  disclosure  "records  or  information 
compiled  for  law  enforcement  puiposes. 
but  only  to  the  extent  that  the 
production  of  such  law  enforcement 
records  or  information  (A)  could 
reasonably  be  expiected  to  interfere  with 
enforcement  proceedings  *  *  *"  5  U.S.C. 
552(b)(7)(A).  However,  subsequent  to 
the  IG's  determination,  the  investigation 
was  completed.  The  matter  was 
therefore  remanded  to  the  IG  for  a 
determination  on  whether  the  requested 
documents  should  be  released  or  are 
exempt  from  mandatory  disclosure 
pursuant  to  another  FOIA  exemption. 

Refund  Applications 

Texaco.  Inc./Westgate  Texaco.  4/22/92, 
RR321-75 

James  R.  Allen,  the  owner  of  Westgate 
Texaco,  filed  a  Motion  for 
Reconsideration  of  a  Decision  and 
Order  that  denied  duplicate  Texaco 
refund  applications  that  had  been  filed 
on  his  behalf  by  a  private  rirm.  Federal 
Refunds,  Inc.  (FRI).  In  the  Motion.  Mr. 
Allen  stated  that  he  had  signed  the 
second  application,  and  certified  in  it 
that  no  other  application  had  been  filed, 
because  he  had  been  informed  by  FRI 
that  the  first  application  had  been  lost 
and  had  not  been  filed.  In  considering 
the  Motion,  the  DOE  found  that  the 
erroneous  filing  of  the  duplicate 
applications  was  solely  caused  by  FRI. 
The  DOE  also  found  that  Mr.  Allen  had 
reasonable  grounds  for  believing  that 
the  second  application,  which  he  signed, 
would  be  the  only  application  filed  by 
FRI.  Accordingly,  the  Motion  for 
Reconsideration  was  approved  and  Mr. 
Allen  was  granted  a  refund  of  $5,084. 
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Texas  Industries.  Inc..  4/23/92,  RF272- 
26852,  RD272-26852 
The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
granting  an  Application  for  Refund  filed 
by  Texas  Industries.  Inc.,  a 
manufacturer  of  construction  materials, 
in  the  Subpart  V  crude  oil  special  refund 
proceeding.  A  group  of  states  and  ■ 
territories  (States]  objected  to  the 
Application  on  the  grounds  that  the 
Applicant  was  able  to  pass  through 
increased  petroleum  costs  to  its 
customers.  In  support  of  their  objection, 
the  States  submitted  an  affidavit  of  an 
economist  stating  that,  in  general,  the 
cement  industry  was  able  to  pass 
through  increased  petroleum  costs.  The 
DOE  determined  that  the  evidence 
offered  by  the  States  was  insufficient  to 
rebut  the  presumption  of  end-user  injury 
and  that  the  Applicant  should  receive  a 
refund.  The  DOE  also  denied  the  States’ 
Motion  for  Discovery,  finding  that 
discovery  was  not  warranted  where  the 
States  had  not  presented  evidence 
sufficient  to  rebut  the  Applicant's 


presumption  of  injury.  The  refund 
granted  to  the  Applicant  in  this  Decision 
was  $32,668. 

Vickers  Energy  Corp./Kansas,  4/23/92, 
RQl-575,  RQl-576.  RQl-577 

The  DOE  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
approving,  in  part,  the  second-stage 
applications  Hied  by  the  State  of  Kansas 
in  the  Vickers  Energy  Corporation 
special  refund  proceeding.  Kansas 
requested  permission  to  use  $390,000  to 
purchase  and  install  new  laundry 
equipment  at  the  Topeka  State  Hospital. 
$^,704  to  install  a  telecommunications 
link  between  Parsons  State  Hospital  and 
the  University  of  Kansas.  $303,476  to 
replace  eleven  vans  for  the 
transportation  of  the  State's  elderly, 
$149,473  to  purchase  new  kitchen 
equipment  for  State  institutions  for  the 
elderly  and  $20,801  to  purchase  new 
vans  for  the  Beloit  youth  center.  The 
DOE  found  that,  when  considered  as 
part  of  Kansas’  overall  oil  overcharge 
restitution  program,  its  plans  to  install  a 


telecommunication  link,  to  purchase 
new  vans  for  the  elderly  and  to 
purchase  new  vans  for  the  Beloit  youth 
warrant  approval.  The  DOE  denied 
Kansas’  request  to  use  Vickers’  monies 
to  fund  the  purchasing  of  new  laundry 
equipment  and  kitchen  equipment. 
Second-stage  refunds  monies  should  be 
used  to  stipplement  but  not  supplant 
State,  local,  or  any  other  funds  available 
for  the  designated  programs.  On  the 
basis  of  the  information  available,  DOE 
determined  that  the  old  laundry  and 
kitchen  equipment  could  be  replaced 
pursuant  to  an  existing,  regularly 
budgeted  program. 

Refund  Applications 

The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
issued  the  following  Decisions  and 
Orders  concerning  refund  applications, 
which  are  not  summarized.  Copies  of  the 
full  texts  of  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
are  available  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room  of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 


American  Samoa  Power  Authority . 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company/Bogata  Gas  Co.  et  al . . 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company/Winsome  Arco . 

Silver  Arco . 

Serramonte  Arco . . . 

Fort  Howard  Cup  Corporation . . . 

Fort  Howard  Cup  Corporation . . . 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation/Dinkins  Service,  Inc.  et  al . . . . . 

Occidental  Chemical  Corp . - . . 

Occidental  Chemical  Corp . - . . . 

Occidental  Chemical  Corp . . . -.... 

Quantum  Chemical  Corporation/Lascelles  Oil  Co.  et  al . . 

Texaco  Inc./Felicia  Oil  Co.,  Inc.  et  al . . . . 

Texaco  Inc./Russell  Moody's  Texaco  et  al . 

Texaco  Inc./Williams’  Texaco . . . 

Girton’s  Texaco  Service . 

Texaco.  Inc./Benoit’s  Texaco  et  al . . . 

Texaco,  Inc./Charlie  Fambro  Service  Center  et  al . . . . 

Texaco.  Inc./James  Maler  Texaco  et  al . . — 

United  Refining  Company /Martin  Oil  Co..~ . . . — 


...  RF272-66564 
...  RF304-9293 
...  RF304-149 
...  RP3n4-12A40 

04/22/92 

04/20/92 

04/22/92 

...  RF3n4-1?Ji41  . 

...  RP3n4-12fl42  . 

..  RF272-69564 

04/22/92 

..  RD272-695e4  . 

..  RR330-121 

04/22/92 

..  RF272-44117 

04/20/92 

..  Rn272-44117  . 

...  RF272-fl.39B1  . 

...  RF330-54 

04/24/92 

...  RF321-7068 

04/20/92 

...  RF321-462 

04/22/92 

™  RF321-1979 

04/20/92 

...  RF321-11848 

...  RF321-812 

04/23/92 

...  RF321-10273 

04/23/92 

...  RF321-3203 

04/24/92 

...  RF333-30 

04/21/92 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were 
dismissed: 


Del’s  Gu« .  RF300-13955 

Donati’s  Texaco .  RF321-07194 

E  4  J  Tacoma  St.  Service .  RF321-07168 

RF300-13636 
RF304-12786 
RF321 -09279 
RF321-07172 
RF321 -07181 
RF321-07165 
RF321 -07305 
RF321-5213 
RF321-347 
RF32 1-355 
RF321-371 
RF321-9923 
RF32 1-9927 
RF30O-12933 
RF321 -09387 
RF321 -07298 
RF321-17411 
RF300-13886 


Johnny’s  Texaco .  RF321-07290 

KeHey’s  Texaco . - .  RF321-5897 

Kiln  Supermarket,  lrK._ .  RF300-13609 

RF315-9988 
RF340-45 
RF300-13929 
RF300-13619 
RF300-108 
RF321 -09202 
RF321-09203 
RF300-13922 
RF300-13923 
RF321-689 
RF321-688 
RF321 -07301 
RF321-379 
RF321-380 
RF321-5335 
RF321 -07304 
RF321-390 
RF321-12404 
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Name  Case  No. 


Petlak  S  Sons  Texaco .  RF321-07173 

RSWTexaco .  RF321-07174 

Roland's  Texaco .  RF321-07302 

Royal  Gulf. . . RF300-13613 

Russ' Gun . RF300-13691 

Russell's  Texaco  #1  and  #2 .  RF321-464 

RusseB's  Texaco  #1  and  #2 .  RF321-463 

Samih  Khatib  Service  Station......  RF300-13997 

Schatz  Texaco .  RF321-07180 

Sheridan  Fruihvood  Texaco .  RF321-09286 

Shively's  Texaco  Service .  RF321 -07292 

Smith  Texaco  of  Niagara  FaHs  ...  RF321-51 1 

Smith  Texaco  Self  Service .  RF321-510 

Soo  Oil  Company .  RF300-13604 

Souttt  Brothers  Gulf  Station .  RF300-1363S 

South  Main  Texaco .  RF321-516 

Southeastern  Transfer  and  RF300-13687 
Storage. 

Southiarrd  Gulf  Super  Service —  RF300-11616 

Speight's  Texaco .  RF321-532 

Tex-Amart#2 .  RF321-07169 

Texaco  Co^  &  Gateway  West..  RF321-99S2 

Turnpike  Texaco . . .  RF321-07297 

Vic's  Texaco .  RF321-07300 

Walt's  Texaco .  RF321-07ie9 

WesthillGolf . . - .  RF300-13887 

White's  Texaco . .  RF321-09386 

Zerbey's  Texaco . .  RF321-09281 


Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
decisions  and  orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Reference  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  room  lE-234, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW..  Washington,  DC  20S85. 
Monday  through  Friday,  between  the 
hours  of  1  p.m.  and  5  p.m.,  except 
federal  holidays.  They  are  also  available 
in  Energy  Management:  Federal  Energy 
Guidelines,  a  commercially  published 
loose  leaf  reporter  system. 

Dated:  May  28. 1992. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13124  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am] 
BNXINQ  CODE  64S(H>1-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IFRL  4139-3] 

Agency  Infonnation  Collection 
Activttiee  Under  0MB  Review 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTKNC  Notice. 

summary:  In  compliance  with  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C 
3501  et  seq.],  this  notice  announces  that 
the  Information  Collection  Request  (ICR) 
abstracted  below  has  been  forwarded  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  and  comment.  The 
ICR  describes  the  nature  of  the 
information  collection  and  its  expected 
cost  and  burden:  where  appropriate,  it 
includes  the  actual  data  collection 
instrument 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  6, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA'DON  OR  TO 
OBTAIN  A  CORY  OF  THIS  ICR,  CONTACT: 

Sandy  Farmer  at  EPA,  (202)  260-2740. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA'DON: 

Office  of  Air  and  Radiation 

Title:  Baseline  Request  on  the 
Production,  Transformation,  Import  and 
Export  of  Methyl  Bromide.  (EPA  ICR 
#1432.10:  OMB  #2060-0170).  This  ICR  is 
an  amendment  to  an  existing  clearance, 
Abstract:  The  EPA  is  currently 
developing  regulations  proposing  to  add 
methyl  bromide  to  the  list  of  class  I 
ozone-depleting  substances  under 
section  602  of  ffie  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990.  The  Agency  is 
requesting  clearance  to  collect  baseline 
information  on  methyl  bromide  for  1991 
from  producers,  transformers,  importers 
and  exporters  of  the  substance,  llie 
information  requested  is  identical  to  the 
Agency's  November  26, 1990  request  for 
baseline  data  for  certain  ozone- 
depleting  substances  (55  FR  49116).  The 
Agency  will  use  the  information  to 
establish  baselines  for  methyl  bromide 
producers,  transformers,  importers  and 
exporters  and  to  allot  production, 
consumption  and  transformation 
allowances  for  methyl  bromide. 

Burden  Statement:  The  public 
reporting  burden  for  this  one-time 
collection  of  information  is  estimated  to 
average  8  hours  per  response,  including 
time  for  reviewing  instructions, 
searching  existing  data  sources, 
gathering  the  data  needed,  and 
completing  and  reviewing  the  collection 
of  information. 

Respondents:  Methyl  bromide 
producers,  transformers,  importers  and 
exporters 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents:  12 
Estimated  Total  Annual  Burden  on 
Respondents:  96  hours 
Frequency  of  Collection:  One-time 
Send  comments  regarding  the  burden 
estimate,  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
information  collection,  including 
suggestions  for  reducing  the  burden,  to: 
Sandy  Farmer,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Information  Policy 
Branch  (PM-223),  401  M  Street.  SW.. 
Washington,  DC  20460 
and 

Troy  Hillier,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Adairs,  725 17th  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20503 

Dated:  May  28, 1992. 

Paul  Lapsley, 

Director,  Regulatory  Management  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  92-13098  Filed  8-3-92: 8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  SS60-S0-M 


IFRL  4139-4] 

Sctence  Advisory  Board, 

Environmental  Engineering 
Committee,  Indoor  Air  Engineering 
Research  Subcommittee,  Open 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Science 
Advisory  Board's  (SAB's)  Indoor  Air 
Engineering  Research  Subcommittee 
(lAERS)  of  the  Environmental 
Engineering  Committee  (EEC),  will  meet 
on  Monday,  July  20,  and  Tuesday.  July 
21. 1992.  llie  meeting  will  be  at  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
Air  and  Energy  Engineering  Research 
Laboratory  (AEERL)  at  Research 
Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina  27711.  The 
meeting  will  begin  at  9  am  on  Monday, 
July  20th  and  8:30  am  on  Tuesday,  July 
21st  and  will  adjourn  no  later  than  4  pm 
on  July  21st. 

At  this  meeting,  the  lAERS  will 
receive  briefings  from  Agency  staff,  and 
comment  on  the  draft  report  on  the 
Agency's  Indoor  Air  Engineering 
Research  Program  which  was  prepared 
by  the  Agency's  Office  of  Research  and 
Development  (ORD)  stafL  Copies  of  this 
draft  report  on  the  Agency’s  Indoor  Air 
Engineering  Research  Program  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  Ms.  Carolyn 
Fowler,  Secretary  to  the  Pollution 
Control  Division,  ORD  at  the  U.S.  EPA's 
AEERL,  Research  Triangle  Park,  North 
Carolina  27711  at  (919)  541-2915. 

The  proposed  charge  to  the  SAB's 
LAERS  from  the  Agency's  ORD  is  to 
address  the  overall  indoor  air 
engineering  research  program,  to 
evaluate  research-in-progress,  as  well  as 
strategic  planning  and  strategic 
directions  issues.  The  following 
questions  are  being  asked  of  the  SAB/ 
lAERS:  (1)  Is  the  EPA/ORD  approach  to 
source  characterization,  with  its  focus 
on  developing  methods  for 
characterizing  emissions,  sink  effects, 
and  exposures,  a  rational  and 
scientifically  sound  approach?  (2)  Is  the 
EPA/ORD  approach  to  indoor  air 
quality  (lAQ)  modeling  and  evaluation 
of  lAQ  control  techniques  sufficiently 
rigorous  and  appropriately  practical?  (3) 
Are  the  EPA/ORD  projects  and  plans 
for  developing  guidance  on  microbial 
contaminant  control  reasonable  and 
scientifically  sound?  (4)  Is  bioresponse- 
based  testing  of  emissions  from  sources 
a  reasonable  extension  of  chemically- 
based  testing?  Is  it  likely  to  provide  a 
better  measure  of  the  potential  of  indoor 
sources  to  cause  health  and  comfort 
problems  in  buildings?  and  (5)  Is  there 
any  aspect  of  the  strategic  direction  of 
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the  indoor  air  engineering  research 
program  that  should  be  reevaluated? 

l^e  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 
seating  will  be  on  a  first  come  basis. 

Any  member  of  the  public  wishing 
further  information,  such  as  a  proposed 
agenda  on  the  meeting  should  contact 
Dr.  K.  Jack  Kooyoomjian,  Designated 
Federal  Ofncial,  or  Mrs.  Diana  L  Pozun, 
Secretary,  Science  Advisory  Board 
(AlOlF),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  DC  20460,  at  202/ 
260-6552.  Written  comments  received  by 
July  6, 1992  will  be  mailed  to  the  SAB/ 
lAERS;  comments  received  after  that 
date  will  be  provided  to  the  lAERS  at 
the  meeting.  Written  comments  of  any 
length  (at  least  35  copies)  may  be 
provided  to  the  Subcommittee  up  until 
the  meeting. 

Members  of  the  public  who  wish  to 
make  a  brief  oral  presentation  should 
contact  Dr.  K.  Jack  Kooyoomjian  no 
later  than  July  2, 1992.  The  Science 
Advisory  Board  expects  that  public 
statements  presented  at  its  meetings  will 
not  be  repetitive  of  previously  submitted 
oral  or  written  statements.  In  general, 
each  individual  or  group  making  an  oral 
presentation  will  be  limited  to  a  total 
time  of  Hve  minutes. 

Dated:  May  21, 1992. 

Donald  G.  Bames, 

Staff  Director,  Science  Advisory  Board 
(AlOlF). 

[FR  Doc.  92-13097  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUINQ  CODE  6560-50-M 


Superfund  Remedial  Branch,  Proposed 
Administrative  Settlement;  Baxter/ 
Union  Pacific  Tie  Treating  Site, 
Laramie,  WY 

[FRL  4139-51 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Proposed  administrative 
settlement. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  section  122(i)  of  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental 
Response.  Compensation,  and  Liability 
Act,  as  amended  (CERCLA),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  proposed 
administrative  settlement  under  section 
122(h)  concerning  the  Baxter/Union 
Pacific  Tie  Treating  Site  in  Laramie, 
Wyoming  (Site).  The  proposed 
administrative  settlement  requires  one 
potentially  responsible  party  (PRP)  to 
pay  $237,996.12  in  order  to  resolve  the 
United  States’  cost  recovery  claim 
related  to  response  activities  taken  by 
EPA  in  connection  with  the  Site. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  by 
July  6. 1992. 


ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Geniene  R.  Hillier 
(8HWM-SR),  Enforcement  Specialist, 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  VIII,  999 18th  Street,  suite  500, 
Denver.  Colorado  80202-2405,  and 
should  refer  to:  In  the  matter  of  Baxter/ 
Union  PaciHc  Tie  Treating  Site,  Laramie, 
Wyoming. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Eduardo  Quintana,  Assistant  Regional. 
Counsel,  Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  at 
(303)  293-1458. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  of 
section  122(h)  Cost  Recovery  Settlement: 

In  accordance  with  section  122(i)  of 
CERCLA,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
terms  of  an  Administrative  Settlement 
Agreement  (CERCLA-VIII-82-14)  have 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Union  PaciHc 
Railroad  Company.  In  accordance  with 
section  122(h)(1)  of  CERCLA,  EPA  has 
obtained  tlie  prior  written  approval  from 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  settle  the 
United  States  claim  under  section  107(a) 
of  CERCLA  for  past  response  costs 
incurred  from  September  30, 1986  to 
November  30, 1991.  By  the  terms  of  the 
administrative  settlement,  this  PRP  will 
pay  $237,996.12  to  EPA  if  the  United 
States  will  provide  Union  Pacific  with  a 
limited  covenant  not  to  sue  for 
reimbursement  of  response  and 
oversight  costs  incurred  by  the  United 
States  after  September  30, 1986  and 
prior  to  November  30, 1991  in  connection 
with  Site.  The  $237,996.12  figure 
represents  100%  of  the  total  costs 
expended  by  EPA  from  September  30, 
1988,  to  November  30, 1991,  in 
connection  with  response  activities 
undertaken  to  implement  a  1986  Record 
of  Decision  and  investigations 
addressing  further  rem^iation  of  the 
Site. 

EPA  will  receive,  for  a  period  of  thirty 
(30)  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication,  comments  relating  to  the 
proposed  administrative  settlement. 

A  copy  of  the  proposed 
Administrative  Settlement  Agreement 
may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by  mail 
from  Eduardo  Quintana  (8RC),  Assistant 
Regional  Counsel.  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  VIII,  999 18th 
Street,  suite  500,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202-2405.  Additional  background 
information  relating  to  the 
administrative  settlement  is  available 
for  review  at  that  address. 

Dated:  May  26, 1992. 

Robert  L  Duprey, 

Director,  Hazardous  Waste  Management 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13096  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  cooc  eseo-so-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[DA  92-637] 

Reporting  Requirements  for 
International  Traffic  Data 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  FCC  is  making  available  for 
comments  a  Manual  for  filing  §  43.61 
Data.  The  Commission  recently  revised 
and  simplified  its  requirements  for 
reporting  international  traffic  data.  The 
revisions  will  reduce  the  burden  on 
carriers  and  improve  the  quality  of  data 
received  by  the  Commission. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  19, 1992  and  reply  comments 
must  be  filed  on  or  before  July  6, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  To  file  formally  in  this 
proceeding,  participants  must  file  an 
original  and  four  copies  of  all  comments 
and  reply  comments  with  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Washington.  DC  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Linda  Blake  or  Jim  Lande,  Common 
Carrier  Bureau,  Industry  Analysis 
Division.  (202)  632-0745. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Release  Date:  May  22, 1992. 

Comment  Dates  Established  Reporting 
Requirements  for  International  Traffic 
Data 

Comment  Date:  June  19, 1992 
Reply  Date:  July  6, 1992. 

The  Commission  has  revised  and 
simplified  its  requirements  for  reporting 
international  traffic  data.  Report  and 
Order,  CC  Docket  No.  91-22,  Released 
February  12, 1992.  A  Manual  for  Filing 
§  43.61  Data,  dated  May  1992,  is  being 
made  available  for  notice  and  comment. 

The  manual  implements  the 
Commission’s  decision  to  eliminate 
obsolete  reporting  requirements.  Other 
changes  include  the  incorporation  of 
data  for  Canada,  and  Saint  Pierre  and 
Miquelon,  and  Mexico;  streamlined 
requirements  for  pure  resellers;  a 
revised  definition  of  minutes  to  be  filed; 
the  addition  of  two  categories  of  private 
line  service;  and,  the  reporting  of  new 
service  revenues.  The  manual  also 
provides  a  new  data  format  to  speed 
processing.  These  revisions  will  reduce 
the  burden  on  carriers  and  improve  the 
quality  of  data  received  by  the 
Commission. 

An  original  and  four  copies  of 
comments  and  reply  comments  on  the 
Manual  for  Filing  $  43.61  Data  should  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
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1919  M  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  20554. 
room  222.  Comments  must  be  filed  by 
June  19, 1992.  Reply  comments  must  be 
filed  by  July  6, 1992. 

All  carriers  that  provided 
international  service  in  1991,  including 
pure  resale  carriers,  must  hie  1991 
international  traffic  data  in  compliance 
with  the  current  §  43.61  of  the  Rules. 
Carriers  may  use  the  new  reporting 
procedures  on  an  interim  basis  for 
reporting  1991  data. 

The  manual  is  available  for  reference 
in  the  Industry  Alalysis  Division 
Reference  Room,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  1250  23rd  Street,  NW.,  Plaza 
Level.  Copies  may  be  purchased  by 
calling  Downtown  Copy  Center  (DCC)  at 
(202)  452-1422.  For  more  information 
contact  Linda  Blake  or  Jim  Lande  of  the 
Industry  Analysis  Division  at  202-632- 
0745. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  92-12935  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  6712-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

IFEMA-942-DR] 

California;  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Management  Agency 

(FEMA). 

action:  Notice. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  2. 1992. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major 
disaster  for  the  State  of  California 
(FEMA-942-DR),  dated  May  2. 1992,  and 
related  determinations. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Neva  K.  Elliott,  Disaster  Assistance 
Programs.  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  Washington,  DC 
20472,  (202)  646-3614. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that,  in  a  letter  dated  May 
2, 1992,  the  President  declared  a  major 
disaster  under  the  authority  of  the 
Robert  T.  Stafford  Disaster  Relief  and 
Emergency  Assistance  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
5121  et  seq.),  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles  and  Los  Angeles  County 
(State  of  California),  resulting  from  fires 
during  a  period  of  civil  unrest  beginning  on 
April  29. 1992.  is  of  sufficient  severity  and 
magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster 
declaration  under  the  Robert  T.  Stafford 
Disaster  Relief  and  Emergency  Assistance 
Act  (“the  Stafford  Act").  I.  therefore,  declare 
that  such  a  major  disaster  exists  in  the  City 


of  Los  Angeles  and  the  County  of  Los 
Angeles,  in  the  State  of  California. 

In  order  to  provide  Federal  assistance,  you 
are  hereby  authorized  to  allocate  from  funds 
available  for  these  purposes,  such  amounts 
as  you  find  necessary  for  Federal  disaster 
assistance  and  administrative  expenses. 

You  are  authorized  to  provide  Individual 
Assistance  and  Public  Assistance  in  the 
designated  areas.  Consistent  with  the 
requirement  that  Federal  assistance  be 
supplemental,  any  Federal  funds  provided 
under  the  Stafford  Act  for  Public  Assistance 
will  be  limited  to  75  percent  of  the  total 
eligible  costs. 

The  time  period  prescribed  for  the 
implementation  of  section  310(a), 

Priority  to  Certain  Applications  for 
Public  Facility  and  Pliblic  Housing 
Assistance,  42  U.S.C.  5153,  shall  be  for  a 
period  not  to  exceed  six  months  after 
the  date  of  this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  under  Executive  Order  12148, 1 
hereby  appoint  William  M.  Medigovich 
of  the  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  to  act  as  the  Federal 
Coordinating  Officer  for  this  declared 
disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  California  to  have 
been  affected  adversely  by  this  declared 
major  disaster: 

Los  angeles  County  for  Individual  Assistance 
and  Public  Assistance. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.516.  Disaster  Assistance) 

Wallace  E.  Stickney, 

Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-12991  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am) 
NLUNO  CODE  67ie-02-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

United  States/Middle  East  and  Indian 
Subcontinent  Interconference; 
Agreement(s)  Filed 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
following  agreement(s)  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  agreement  at  the 
Washington,  DC  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  room  10325.  Interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  on  each  agreement  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20573, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  the 
Federal  Register  in  which  this  notice 
appears.  The  requirements  for 
comments  are  found  in  §  572.603  of  title 
46  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
Interested  persons  should  consult  this 
section  before  communicating  with  the 


Commission  regarding  a  pending 
agreement. 

Agreement  No.:  206-011377. 

Title:  United  States/Middle  East  and 
Indian  Subcontinent  Interconference 
Agreement. 

Parties: 

The  “8900"  Lines, 

The  West  Coast/Middle  East  Rate 
Agreement, 

A.P.  Moller-Maersk  Line, 

American  President  Lines,  Ltd., 

National  Shipping  Company  of  Saudi 
Arabia, 

Sea-Land  Service,  Inc., 

United  Arab  Shipping  Company 
(S.A.G.), 

Waterman  Steamship  Corporation. 

Synopsis:  The  proposed  Agreement 
will  authorize  the  parties  to  discuss  and 
agree  upon  rates,  charges,  rules,  and 
terms  and  conditions  of  service,  and  to 
exchange  information  in  the  trade  from 
United  States  ports  and  points 
(excluding  ports  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii) 
to  ports  and  points  in  the  Red  Sea, 
Arabian  Gulf  and  the  Indian 
Subcontinent. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-12999  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

John  Horace  Day;  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Notice;  Acquisition  of  Shares 
of  Banks  or  Bank  Holding  Companies 

The  notificant  listed  below  has 
applied  under  the  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1817(j))  and  § 
225.41  of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.41)  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  notices  are  set 
forth  in  paragraph  7  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1817(j)(7)). 

The  notice  is  available  for  immediate 
inspection  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
indicated.  Once  the  notice  has  been 
accepted  for  processing,  it  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  at  the  offices  of 
the  Board  of  Governors.  Interested 
persons  may  express  their  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  the  notice  or  to  the  ofHces  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Comments  must  be 
received  not  later  than  June  24, 1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  NW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  108  /  Thursday.  June  4,  1992  /  Notices 


23589 


1.  John  Horace  Day,  Orlando,  Florida; 
to  retain  9.02  percent  and  to  acquire  an 
additional  6.90  percent,  for  a  total  of 
29.99  percent,  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Orange  Banking  Corporation,  Orlando, 
Florida,  and  thereby  indirectly  acquire 
Orange  Bank,  Orlando,  Florida. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  29, 1992. 

WUiiam  W.  WUes, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13055  Filed  6-3-92;  ft45  am] 
BIUINQ  CODE  Sai«-01-E 


story  County  Bancorporation,  et  aM 
Notice  of  Applications  to  Eng^e  de 
novo  in  Permissibie  Nontianking 
Activities 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  nied  an  application  under  S 
225.23(a)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFlt  225.23(a)(1))  for  the  Sard's 
approval  under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
^nk  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  S  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  CIU  225.21(a))  to  commence  or  to 
engage  de  novo,  either  directly  or 
throu^  a  subsidiary,  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  §  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
Inspection  at  the  o^ices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected 
to  produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such 
as  greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  su^ice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  the  applications  must  be 
received  at  the  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
not  later  than  June  29, 1992. 


A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(David  S.  Epstein,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Story  County  Bancorporation, 
Jewell,  Iowa;  to  acquire  a  99  percent 
limited  partnership  interest  in  Viking 
Village  Company,  LP.,  Jewell,  Iowa,  and 
thereby  engage  de  novo  in  the  provision 
of  housing  for  low-  and  moderate- 
income  families,  pursuant  to  S 
225.25(b)(6)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 

B.  Federd  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  (John  E.  Yorke,  Senior  Vice 
President)  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64198: 

1.  The  Avoca  Company,  Avoca, 
Nebraska;  to  engage  de  novo  in 
community  development  activities, 
pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(6)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  29, 1992. 

WUUam  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13052  Filed  6-3-62;  8:45  am] 
BOXING  CODE  6S10-01-F 


Tomoka  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of. 
Acquisition  by,  or  Merger  of  Bank 
Holding  Companies 

The  company  listed  in  this  notice  has 
applied  for  the  Board's  approval  under 
section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  S  225.14  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.14)  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  or  to 
acquire  a  bank  or  bank  holding 
company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applications 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  indicated  for  that 
application  or  to  the  offfces  of  the  Board 
of  Governors.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Comments  regarding  this  application 
must  be  received  not  later  than  June  29, 
1992. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E,  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 


Marietta  Street,  NW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 

1.  Tomoka  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Ormond 
Beach,  Florida;  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Tomoka 
State  Bank,  Ormond  Beach,  Florida. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  29, 1992. 

William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  af  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13053  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  S21<M>1-f 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Federal  Accounting  Standards 
Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

agency:  General  Accounting  Office. 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  No.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  monthly  meeting 
of  the  F^eral  Accounting  Standards 
Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
Thursday,  June  18, 1992  from  9  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.  in  room  7313  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  441  G  Street  NW^ 
Washington,  DC. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
consist  of  a  review  of  the  minutes  of  the 
May  28-29  meeting,  a  discussion  on 
Uses  and  Objectives  of  Federal 
Accounting,  and  a  discussion  on 
Liabilities  and  Other  Commitments.  We 
advise  that  other  items  may  be  added  to 
the  agenda;  interested  parties  should 
contact  the  Staff  Director  for  more 
specific  information  and  to  confirm  the 
date  of  the  meeting. 

Any  interested  person  may  attend  the 
meeting  as  an  observer.  Board 
discussions  and  reviews  are  open  to  the 
public. 

R>R  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ronald  S.  Young,  Staff  Director,  401  F 
Street  NW.,  room  302,  Washington,  DC 
20001,  or  call  (202)  504-3336. 

Authority:  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 
Pub.  L  Na  92-463,  Section  10(a)(2),  86  Stat. 
770, 774  (1972)  (current  version  at  f  U.S.C. 
app.  section  10(a)(2)  (1988);  41  CFk  101-6.1015 
(1990). 

Dated:  May  29, 199Z 
Ronald  S.  Young, 

Staff  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13057  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  14t(M>1-M 
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GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Specifications  for  Electronic  Price  Sale 
Catalog 

agency:  Federal  Supply  Service  (GSA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Federal  Supply  Service 
(FSS)  of  the  General  Services 
Administration  has  developed  a  set  of 
specifications,  consistent  with  the 
American  National  Standards  Institute 
(ANSI)  X12  Standards  for  Electronic 
Data  Interchange  (EDI),  to  be  used  as  a 
minimum  guideline  for  the  development 
of  Price  Sales  Catalogs  (transaction  set 
832)  by  Federal  Supply  Schedule 
contractors  for  submission  of  such 
catalogs  to  FSS  for  use  in  the  Multi-Use 
File  For  Interagency  News  (MUFFIN) 
Gateway  ordering  program. 

MUFFIN  Gateway  is  an  interactive, 
electronic  bulletin  board  that  will  allow 
Federal  agencies  to  review  these 
electronic  catalogs  and  create  simplified 
purchase  orders  using  model,  part  and 
descriptive  information  from  the  catalog. 
FSS  will  process  these  requisitions 
through  the  existing  automated  supply 
system  to  generate  EDI  purchase  oiders 
to  Schedule  contractors  who  will  be 
able  to  submit  EDI  invoices  to  FSS  and 
receive  Electronic  Funds  Transfer  (EFT) 
payments  through  the  Department  of 
Treasury's  Vendor  Express  program. 

The  MUFFIN  Gateway  program  is  an 
addition  to  the  on-going  FSS  EDI 
program  which  consists  of  the 
transmission  of  purchase  orders  (850), 
purchase  order  changes  (860)  and  the 
receipt  of  invoices  (810)  and  payment  by 
EFT. 

DATES:  Comments  concerning  the  GSA/ 
FSS  832  specifications  should  be 
submitted  no  later  than  60  days  from  the 
date  of  this  notice. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  to  the 
Systems.  Inventory  &  Operations 
Management  Center  (F(^),  Federal 
Supply  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20406. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stuart  Goulden,  Program  Analyst, 
Systems,  Inventory  &  Operations 
Management  Center,  (703)  305-7741. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

logical  minimum  segments,  as  defined 
by  X12  and  the  Federal  Supply  Service’s 
needs  for  a  multiple  award  Federal 
Supply  Schedule  data,  are: 

ST  Transaction  Set  Header 
BCT  Beginning  Segment  for  the  Price/ 
Sales  Catalog 


REF  Reference  Numbers 
PER  Administrative  Communications 
Contact 

DTM  Date/Time  Reference 
FOB  F.O.R  Related  Instructions 
Nl  Name 

N2  Additional  Name  Information 
N3  Address  Information 
N4  Geographic  Location 
PER  Administrative  Communications 
Contact 
UN 

Item  Detail 

PID  Product/Item  Description 
MEA  Measurements 
PKG  Marking,  Packaging,  Loading 
P04  Item  Physical  Details 
TIM  Carrier  Details 
LDT  Lead  Time 

FOB  F.O.B.  Related  Instructions 
CTP  Pricing  Information 
CTT  Transaction  Totals 
SE  Transaction  Set  Trailer 
The  fundamental  concept  of  the 
mapping  is  that  there  will  be  one 
contract  per  832.  If  a  Hrm  has  multiple 
contracts  against  a  single  schedule,  then 
multiple  832's  will  need  to  be  submitted. 

Dated:  May  20, 1992. 

John  R.  Roefamer, 

Director,  Systems,  Inventory  &  Operations 
Management  Center. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13117  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  6820-24-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Administration  for  Children  and 
Families 

Agency  Information  Collection  Under 
0MB  Review 

agency:  Administration  for  Children 
and  Families  O^ice  of  Financial 
Management. 
action:  Notice. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35),  we  have  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  a  request  for  continued  use  of  a 
previously  approved  information 
collection  for  the  Office  of  Financial 
Management  (OFM)  of  the 
Administration  for  Children  and 
Families. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  Information 
Collection  request  may  be  obtained  from 
Steve  Smith,  Office  of  Information 
Systems  Management,  by  calling  (202) 
401-0235. 

Written  comments  and  questions 


regarding  the  requested  approval  for 
information  collection  should  be  sent 
directly  to:  Kristina  Emanuels,  OMB 
Desk  Officer  for  ACF,  OMB  Reports 
Management  Branch,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  room  3002,  725 17th 
Street.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20503, 

(202)  395-7316. 

Information  on  Document 

Title:  Low-Income  Home  Energy 
Assistance  Program  (UHEAP) 
Quarterly  Estimates — ACF  535 
OMSAb.:  0970-0037 
Description:  Title  XXVI,  section  2610(a) 
of  the  Low-Income  Home  Energy 
Assistance  Act  of  1981  authorizes  the 
Secretary  to  provide  for  the  collection 
of  specitic  data  and  any  other 
information  needed  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  and,  requires 
the  Secretary  to  submit  an  annual 
summary  of  the  data  collection  to  the 
Congress. 

Data  reported  on  the  form  is  used  by 
ACF  to  adjust  the  estimated  amounts 
obligated  and  to  develop  apportionment 
requests.  It  is  also  used  to  develop  grant 
awards  to  State  grantees  and  three 
Indian  tribes  based  on  an  analysis  of 
each  grantee's  needs.  The  grant  awards 
will  be  used  by  grantees  that  receive 
over  $1  million  annually  for  the  Low- 
Income  Energy  Assistance  Program. 

ACF  will  use  the  information  as  a 
general  accounting  of  LIHEAP  fimds  and 
to  assess  the  utilization  patterns  of  fuel 
consumption. 

Annual  Number  of  Respondents:  55 
Annual  Frequency:  1 
Average  Burden  Hours  Per  Response:  15 
min. 

Total  Burden  Hours:  14. 

Dated:  May  22. 1992. 

Naomi  B.  Marr, 

Director,  Office  of  Information  Systems 
Management 

(FR  Doc.  92-13007  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BMJJNG  CODE  4130-01-M 

Agency  Information  Collection  Under 
OMB  Review 

agency:  Administration  for  Children 
and  Familes,  Family  and  Youth  Services 
Bureau  (ACYF). 

NOTICE:  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35),  we  have  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  a  request  for  approval  of  an 
existing  information  collection  entitled 
“State  Grants  for  Dependent  Care 
Planning  and  Development  Program". 
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This  request  for  OMB  clearance  is  made 
by  the  Family  and  Youth  Services 
Bureau  of  the  Administration  for 
Children,  Youth  and  Families  (ACYF) 
within  the  Administration  for  Children 
and  Families  (ACF). 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  information 
collection  request  may  be  obtained  from 
Steve  Smith.  Office  of  Information 
Systems  Management.  ACF,  by  calling 
(202)  401-9235. 

Written  comments  and  questions 
regarding  the  requested  approval  for 
information  collection  should  be  sent 
directly  to:  Kristina  Emanuels.  OMB 
Desk  Officer  for  ACF,  OMB  Reports 
Management  Branch,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  room  3002,  725  17th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20503, 

(202)  395-7316. 

Information  on  Document 

Title:  State  Grants  for  Dependent  Care 
Planning  and  Development  Program 
OMB  No.:  0980-017& 

Description:  Subsection  D  of  Public  Law 
98-558  requires  States  to  submit  an 
application  to  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  in  order 
to  receive  an  allotment  for  dependent 
care  planning  and  development 
activities  and  to  submit  an  aimual 
report  on  its  activities  under  this 
program.  In  addition,  the  Law  requires 
that  both  the  application  and  the 
annual  report  include  information  on 
its  intended  use  of  these  funds  as  well 
as  information  about  prior  uses  of 
funds  received  under  the  program. 

The  states  are  required  to  report 
information  on  the  number  of  children 
who  participated  in  before  and  after 
school  child  care  programs  assisted 
under  the  Act;  the  characteristics  of  the 
children  served  including  age  levels, 
disabling  conditions,  and  the  income 
levels  of  families  in  such  programs;  the 
salary  level  and  benefits  paid  to 
employees  in  such  child  care  programs; 
and  the  number  of  clients  served  by  the 
resource  and  referral  systems  assisted 
under  the  Act. 

Annual  Number  of  Respondents:  57 
Annual  Frequency.  1 
Average  Burden  Hours  Per  Response:  20 
Total  Burden  Hours:  1,140. 

Dated:  May  25, 1992. 

Naomi  B,  Marr, 

Director,  Office  of  Information  Systems 
Management. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13008  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BItUNO  CODE  4130-01-M 


Agency  for  Toxic  Substances  and 
Disease  Registry 

Workshop  to  Assist  In  Developing  a 
Standardized  Test  Battery  for  Immune 
Function  Disorders  for  Use  in 
Environmental  Health  Field  Studies; 
Meeting 

The  Agency  for  Toxic  Substances  and 
Disease  Registry  (ATSDR),  in 
association  with  the  University  of 
Medicine  and  Dentistry  of  New  Jersey — 
Robert  Wood  Johnson  Medical  ^hool  (a 
member  of  the  Association  of 
Occupational  and  Environmental 
Clinics),  announces  the  following 
meeting. 

Name:  Workshop  to  Assist  in  Developing  a 
Standardized  Test  Battery  for  Immune 
Function  Disorders  for  Use  in  Environmental 
Health  Field  Studies. 

Times  and  Dates:  8  a.m.-5  p.m.,  June  22, 
1992,  8:30  a.m.-5:45  p.m.,  June  23, 1992. 

Place:  Days  Hotel  at  Lenox,  3377  Peachtree 
Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30326. 

Status:  Open  to  the  public,  limited  only  by 
the  space  available.  The  meeting  room 
accommodates  approximately  50  people. 

Purpose:  The  purpose  of  this  workshop  is 
to  assist  ATSDR  in  the  selection  of 
standardized  testing  and  evaluation  methods 
for  investigating  the  association  between 
immune  function  disorders  in  humans  and 
exposure  to  hazardous  substances  in  the 
environment. 

Matters  Ta  Be  Cansidered;  Participants 
will  be  divided  into  the  following  three 
workgroups: 

Workgroup  1:  Hypersensitivity. 

Workgroup  2:  Immune  Deficiency. 

Workgroup  3:  Autoimmunity. 

Each  workgroup  will  discuss  three  major 
topics:  _ 

(1)  Development  of  testing  and  evaluation 
methods  for  immediate  use  in  environmental 
health  studies  of  adults. 

(2)  Development  of  testing  and  evaluation 
methods  for  immediate  use  in  environmental 
health  studies  of  children. 

(3)  Identification  of  significant  information 
needs  in  the  implementation  of  these 
evaluation  methods  and  criteria  for  the 
continuous  modification  and  updating  of  the 
standard  methods. 

Contact  Person  for  More  Information: 
Joyce  Smith,  Division  of  Health  Studies, 
ATSDR  (MS  E31),  1600  Clifton  Road  NE.. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333.  telephone  (404)  63&- 
6200. 

Dated:  May  28, 1992. 

Elvin  Hilyer, 

Associate  Director  for  Policy  Coordination. 
(FR  Doc.  92-13020  Filed  6-3-92;  845  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4160-70-M 


Public  Health  Service 

National  Toxicology  Program; 
Availability  of  Technical  Report  on  ' 
Toxicology  and  Carcinogenesis 
Studies  of  Chlorinated  Water  and 
Chloraminated  Water 

The  HHS’  National  Toxicology 
Program  (NTP)  announces  the 
availability  of  the  NTP  Technical  Report 
on  toxicology  and  carcinogenesis 
studies  of  chlorinated  water  and 
chloraminated  water.  Chlorine  and 
chloramine  are  used  as  disinfectants  in 
water  supplies  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
waterborne  diseases. 

Toxicology  and  carcinogenesis  studies 
of  chlorinated  water  were  conducted  by 
providing  water  containing  0,  70, 140,  or 
275  ppm  chlorine  to  groups  of  70  F344/N 
rates  or  B6C3F1  mice  of  each  sex  for  up 
to  2  years. 

Under  the  conditions  of  these  2'year 
drinking  water  studies,  there  was  no 
evidence  of  carcinogenic  activity  ‘  of 
chlorinated  water  in  male  F344/N  rats 
receiving  70, 140,  or  275  ppm.  There  was 
equivocal  evidence  of  carcinogenic 
activity  of  chlorinated  water  in  female 
F344/N  rats  based  on  an  increase  in  the 
incidence  of  mononuclear  cell  leukemia. 
There  was  no  evidence  of  carcinogenic 
activity  of  chlorinated  water  in  male  or 
female  B6C3F1  mice  receiving  70, 140,  or 
275  ppm. 

Toxicology  and  carcinogenesis  studies 
of  chloraminated  water  were  conducted 
by  providing  water  containing  50, 100,  or 
200  ppm  chloramine  to  groups  of  70 
F344/N  rats  or  B6C3F1  mice  of  each  sex 
for  up  to  2  years. 

Under  the  conditions  of  these  2-year 
drinking  water  studies,  there  was  no 
evidence  of  carcinogenic  activity  of 
chloraminated  water  in  male  F344/N 
rats  receiving  50, 100,  or  200  ppm.  There 
was  equivocal  evidence  of  carcinogenic 
activity  of  chloraminated  water  in 
female  F344/N  rats  based  on  an 
increase  in  the  incidence  of 
mononuclear  cell  leukemia.  There  was 
no  evidence  of  carcinogenic  activity  of 
chloraminated  water  in  male  or  female 
B6C3F1  mice  receiving  50, 100,  or  200 
ppm. 

The  Study  Scientist  for  this  bioassay 
is  Dr.  June  Dunnick.  Questions  or 
comments  about  the  contents  of  this 
Technical  Report  should  be  directed  to 


'  The  NTP  uses  five  categories  of  evidence  of 
carcinogenic  activity  to  summarize  the  strength  of 
the  evidence  observed  in  each  animal  study:  two 
categories  for  positive  results  ("clear  evidence"  and 
"some  evidence"),  one  category  for  uncertain 
findings  ("equivocal  evidence"),  one  category  for  no 
observable  effect  ("no  evidence"),  and  one  category 
for  studies  that  cannot  be  evaluated  because  of 
major  flaws  ("inadequate  study"). 


23592 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  108  /  Thursday,  June  4,  1992  /  Notices 


Dr.  Duimick  at  P.O.  Box  12233,  Research 
Triangle  Park,  NC  27709  or  telephone 
(919)  541^11. 

Copies  of  Toxicology  and 
Carcinogenesis  Studies  of  Chlorinated 
Water  (CAS  Nos.  7782-50-^  and  7681- 
52-9)  and  Chloraminated  Water  (CAS 
No.  10599-90-3)  (Deionized  and 
Charcoal-Filter^)  in  F344/N  Rats  and 
B6C3F1  Mice  (Drinking  Water  Studies) 
(TR  392)  are  available  from  NTP  Central 
Data  Management,  NIEHS,  P.O.  Box 
12233,  MD  AO-01,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  NC  27709;  telephone  (919)  541- 
1371. 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

Kenneth  Olden, 

Director,  National  Toxicology  Program. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13012  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am] 
WUJNQ  COOE  4140-01-M 


National  Toxicology  Progrant; 
Availability  of  Technical  Report  on 
Toxicology  and  Carcinogenesis 
Studies  of  Ethylene  Thiourea 

The  HHS*  National  Toxicology 
Program  (NTP)  announces  the 
availability  of  the  NTP  Technical  Report 
on  toxicology  and  carcinogenesis 
studies  of  Ethylene  thiourea  (ETU).  used 
extensively  in  the  rubber  industry  as  an 
accelerator  in  the  vulcanization  of 
elastomers.  It  is  also  a  trace 
contaminant  and  metabolic  degradation 
product  of  a  widely  used  class  of 
ethylene  bisdithiocarbamate  fungicides. 

Toxicology  and  carcinogenicity 
studies  were  conducted  administering 
dietary  concentrations  of  0, 25, 83,  and 
250  ppm  ethylene  thiourea  to  groups  of 
60  F344/N  rats  of  each  sex.  Dietary 
concentrations  of  0, 100. 330,  and  1,000 
ppm  ethylene  thiourea  were 
administered  to  groups  of  60  B6C3P1 
mice  of  each  sex  during  these  2-year 
studies. 

Under  the  conditions  of  these  Z-year 
adult-only  dietary  exposures,  there  was 
clear  evidence  of  carcinogenic  activity  * 
of  ethylene  thiourea  in  m^e  and  female 
F344/N  rats,  as  shown  by  increased 
incidences  of  thyroid  follicular  cell 
neoplasms.  There  was  clear  evidence  of 
carcinogenic  activity  of  ethylene 
thiourea  in  male  and  female  B8C3F1 
mice  as  shown  by  increased  incidences 
of  thyroid  follicular  cell  neoplasms, 
hepatocellular  neoplasms,  and 


‘  The  NTP  met  five  categoiie*  of  evidence  of 
cardnogenic  activity  to  suoimarice  the  evidence 
obeerv^  in  each  animal  study:  two  categories  for 
positive  results  ("dear  evidence"  and  "some 
evidence"),  one  category  for  uncertain  findings 
("equivocal  evidence"),  one  category  for  no 
obs^able  effect  ("no  evidence"),  and  one  category 
for  studies  that  cannot  be  evaluated  because  of 
major  flaws  ("inadequate  study"). 


adenomas  of  the  pars  distalis  of  the 
pituitary  gland. 

Perinatal  exposure  alone  to  ethylene 
thiourea  had  no  effect  on  the  incidences 
of  neoplasms  in  rats  or  mice  after  two 
years.  Combined  perinatal  and  2-year 
adult  exposures  produced  marginal 
increases  in  the  incidences  of  thyroid 
.neoplasms,  Zymbal’s  gland  neoplasms, 
or  mononuclear  cell  leukemia  in  some 
dose  groups. 

Nonneoplastic  lesions  associated  with 
the  administration  of  ethylene  thiourea 
included  follicular  cell  hyperplasia  in 
rats  and  mice  and  follicular  cell 
cytoplasmic  vacuolation,  centrilobular 
hepatocellular  cytomegaly,  and  focal 
h3rperplasia  of  the  pars  distalis  of  the 
pituitary  gland  in  mice.  Other  effects 
associated  with  the  administration  of 
ethylene  thiourea  included  decreased 
serum  levels  of  T4  and/or  T3  in  rats  and 
increased  serum  levels  of  TSH  in  rats 
and  mice. 

The  Study  Scientist  for  this  bioassay 
is  Dr.  Rajendra  S.  Chbabra.  Questions  or 
comments  about  the  contents  of  this 
Technical  Report  should  be  directed  to 
Dr.  Chhabra  at  P.O.  Box  12233,  Research 
Triangle  Park,  NC  27709  or  telephone 
(919)  541-3386. 

Copies  of  Toxicology  and 
Carcinogenesis  Studies  of  Ethylene 
Thiourea  (CAS  No.  96-45-7)  in  F344/N 
Rats  and  B6C3F1  Mice  (Feed  Studies) 
(TR  368)  are  available  ^m  NIT  Central 
Data  Management.  NIEHS,  P.O.  Box 
12233,  MD  AO-Ol,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  NC  27709;  telephone  (919)  541-1371 
or (919)  541-5419. 

Dated;  May  29. 1992. 

Kenneth  Olden, 

Director,  National  Toxicology  Program. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13013  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  COOE  4140-01-M 


DEPARTy  ENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Adminisfration 

[Docket  No.  N-92-3446] 

Submission  of  Proposed  Information 
Collections  to  0MB 

AQENCV:  Office  of  Administration,  HUD. 
action:  Notices. 

summary:  The  proposed  information 
collection  requirements  described  below 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Ofrice  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review,  as  required  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act.  The  Department  is 
soliciting  public  comment  on  the  subject 
proposals. 


ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  comment  regarding  these 
proposals.  Comments  should  refer  to  the 
proposal  by  name  and  should  be  sent  to: 
Jennifer  Main,  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  New 
Executive  Office  Building.  Washington, 
DC  20503. 

FDR  FURTHER  INFDRMATIDN  CDNTACT: 

Kay  F.  Weaver.  Reports  Management 
Officer,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  451  7th  Street 
Southwest.  Washington,  DC  20410, 
telephone  (202)  700-(X)50.  This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
forms  and  other  available  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  may  be  obtained 
from  Ms.  Weaver. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFDRMATIDN:  The 
Department  has  submitted  the  proposals 
for  the  collection  of  information,  as 
described  below,  to  OMB  for  review,  as 
required  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

The  Notices  list  the  following 
information: 

(1)  The  title  of  the  information 
collection  proposal; 

(2)  The  o^ce  of  the  agency  to  collect 
the  information; 

(3) ’ The  description  of  the  need  for  the 
information  and  its  proposed  use: 

(4)  The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable: 

(5)  What  members  of  the  public  will 
be  affected  by  the  proposal; 

(8)  How  frequently  information 
submissions  will  be  required; 

(7)  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  prepare  the  information 
submission  including  number  of 
respondents,  frequency  of  response,  and 
hours  of  response: 

(8)  Whether  the  proposal  is  new  or  an 
extension,  rein  statement  or  revision  of 
an  information  collection  requirement 
and 

(9)  The  names  and  telephone  numbers 
of  an  agency  official  familiar  with  the 
proposal  and  of  the  OMB  Desk  Officer 
for  the  Department. 

Authority*.  Section  3507  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C  3507;  section  7(d)  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Uiban 
Development  Act  42  UJ5.C  3S35(d). 

Dated:  May  26. 1992. 

John  T.  Murphy, 

Director.  Information  Resources, 

Management  Policy  and  Management 
Division. 

Proposal:  Request  for  termination  of 

multifamily  mortgage  insurance. 
Office:  Housing. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 

Information  and  its  Proposed  Use: 

HUD-9607  will  be  used  to  inform  HUD 

that  a  mortgage  has  been  paid  in  full 
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or  that  a  mortgagor  and  mortgagee 
mutually  agree  to  terminate  the 
contract  of  mortgage  insurance  with 


HUD. 


Form  Number:  HUD-9807.  Reporting  Burden: 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  On  occasion. 


Number  of 
resporxfents  * 

Frequency 
of  response 

Hours  per  _ 
respor^se 

Burden 

hours 

HUO-9807 . 

.  480 

1 

.125 

60 

Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  60. 
Status:  Revision. 

Contact'  Victor  L  Vancanti,  (202)  708- 
2022,  Jennifer  Main,  OMB,  (202)  395- 
6880. 

Dated:  May  26, 1992. 

Proposal:  Evaluation  of  the  Emergency 
Shelter  Grants  Program. 


Office:  Policy  Development  and 
Research. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 
Information  and  its  Proposed  Use: 
This  information  collection  will 
evaluate  the  Emergency  Shelter 
Grants  Programs  (ESGP).  It  will 
address  program  description, 
implementation,  and  impact  status. 


HUD  will  use  the  results  to  improve 
ESGP  administration. 

Form  Number.  None. 

Respondents:  State  or  local  governments 
and  non-profit  Institutions. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  One-Time. 
Reporting  Burden: 


Number  of 
respondents  " 

Frequency 
of  response  ' 

Hours  per 
response  “ 

Burden 

hours 

hiforrrtation  collection . 

.  1398 

1 

.692 

968 

I  Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  968. 

i  Status:  New. 

Contact  John  Carson,  HUD,  (202)  708- 
3700,  Jennifer  Main,  OMB,  (202)  395- 
6880. 

Dated;  May  27, 1992. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13037  Filed  6-3-92;  &45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-41-M 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Pianning  and 
Deveiopment 

[Docket  Na  D-92-994;  FR-3276-D-01] 

Redelegation  of  Authority  for  the 
Home  Investment  Partnerships 
(HOME)  Program 

agency:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  redelegation  of 
authority. 


summary:  The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
is  redelegating  all  power  and  authority 
with  respect  to  the  Home  Investment 
Partnerships  (HOME)  Program  to  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Grant 
Programs,  subject  to  certain  specified 
exceptions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  15. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Kolesar,  Office  of  Afiordable 
Housing  Programs,  451  Seventh  Street, 


SW.,  Washington,  DC  20410,  telephone 
(202)  708-2470,  TDD  (202)  708-2565. 
(These  are  not  toll-free  numbers.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Secretary  delegated  all  power  and 
authority  with  respect  to  the  HOME 
Program  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development, 
subject  to  certain  exceptions,  on 
November  4. 1991,  at  56  FR  56416.  This 
delegation  of  authority,  however,  did  not 
include  the  power  and  authority  to 
administer  the  HOME  Program  with 
respect  to  Indian  Tribes,  which  was 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Public  and  Indian  Housing  in  a 
delegation  of  authority  published  on  the 
same  day  at  56  FR  56417.  In  this 
redelegation,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Deveiopment 
is  redelegating  to  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  fof  Grant  Programs  delegated 
authority  with  respect  to  the  HOME 
Program,  subject  to  additional 
exceptions.  In  another  redelegation  of 
authority  published  elsewhere  in  today’s 
Federal  Register,  each  Regional 
Administrator,  Office  Manager,  and 
Director  of  an  Office  or  Division  of 
Community  Planning  and  Development, 
and  the  Deputy  of  each  such  ofiicial,  is 
also  authorized  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development  to  exercise  the  power  and 
authority  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  with 
respect  to  the  HOME  Program,  subject 
to  additional  exceptions. 

Accordingly,  the  Assistant  Secretary 


for  Community  Planning  and 
Development  redelegates  as  follows: 

Section  A.  Authority  Redelegated 

The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Grant  Programs  is  authorized  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning  and  Development  to  exercise 
the  power  and  authority  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  with  respect  to  the  HOME 
Program  authorized  by  the  HOME 
Investment  Partnerships  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
12721-17839),  except  the  power  and 
authority  specified  in  section  B  of  this 
notice. 

Section  B.  Authority  Excepted 

There  is  excepted  from  the  authority 
delegated  under  section  A,  the  power 
and  authority  to  issue  or  waive 
regulations. 

Section  C  No  Further  Redelegadon 

The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Grant  Programs  may  not  further 
redelegate  the  power  and  authority 
redelegated  herein  under  section  A. 

Authority:  HOME  Investment  Partnerships 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  12721-12839):  section  7(d). 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d)). 

Dated:  May  15, 1992. 

Randall  H.  Erben, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning  and  Development 
|FR  Doc.  92-13038  Filed  6-3-92:  &45  am) 
BtUING  CODE  42tO-39-M 
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(Docket  No.  D-92-995;  FR-«77<0-011 

Redelegation  of  Authority  for  the 
Home  Investment  Partnerships 
(HOME)  Program 

AOENCV:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  HUD. 
action:  Notice  of  redelegation  of 
authority. 

summary:  The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
is  redelegating  power  and  authority  with 
respect  to  the  Home  Investment 
Partnerships  (HOME)  Program  to 
Regional  Administrators,  Field  Office 
Managers,  and  Field  Directors  of 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
Division,  subject  to  certain  specified 
exceptions. 

CfFECTIVE  date:  May  IS,  1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORSIATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Kolesar,  Office  of  Affordable 
Housing  Programs,  451  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20410,  telephone 
(202)  708-2470,  TDD  (202)  708-2565. 
(These  are  not  toll-free  numbers.) 
SUFPLEMENTARV  INFORMATION:  The 
Secretary  delegated  all  power  and 
authority  with  respect  to  the  H(^4E 
Program  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
subject  to  certain  exceptions,  on 
November  4, 1991,  at  56  FR  56416.  This 
delegation  of  authority,  however,  did  not 
include  the  power  and  authority  to 
administer  ^e  HOME  Program  with 
respect  to  Indian  Tribes,  i^ch  was 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Public  and  Indian  Housing  in  a 
delegation  of  authority  published  on  the 
same  day  at  56  FR  56417.  In  this 
redelegation.  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
is  redelegating  to  specified  officials  of 
HUD  Regional  and  Field  Offices 
delegated  authority  with  respect  to  the 
HOME  Program,  subject  to  additional 
exceptions.  In  another  redelegation  of 
authority  published  elsewhere  in  today's 
Federal  Register  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Grant  Programs  is  abo 
authorise  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Community  Planning  and 
Development  to  exercise  the  power  and 
authority  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  with 
respect  to  the  HOME  Program,  subject 
to  additional  exceptions. 

Accordingly,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Community  Planning  and 
Development  redelegates  as  follows: 

Section  A.  Authority  Redelegated 

Each  Regional  Administrator.  Office 
Manager,  and  Director  of  an  Office  or 
Division  of  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  and  the  Deputy  of  each 


such  official,  is  authorized  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Conununity 
Planning  and  Development  to  exercise 
the  power  and  authority  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  with  respect  to  the  HOME 
Program  authorized  by  the  HOME 
Investment  Partnerships  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
12721-17839),  except  the  powers  and 
authorities  specified  in  Section  fi  of  this 
Notice. 

Section  B.  Authority  Excepted 

There  is  excepted  from  the  authority 
delegated  under  Section  A.  the  powers 
and  authorities  to:  (1)  Determine  formula 
allocation  and  reallocation  amounts 
pursuant  to  section  217  (42  U.S.C.  12747); 

(2)  establish  criteria  to  measure  the 
authority  and  administrative  capacity  of 
local  governments  to  form  consortia 
pursuant  to  section  216  (42  U.S.C.  12746); 

(3)  revoke  a  jurisdiction’s  designation  as 
a  participating  jurisdiction,  pursuant  to 
secUon  218  (42  U.S.C  12746):  (4)  effect 
remedies  for  noncompliance  pursuant  to 
section  223  (42  U.S.C.  12753):  and  (5) 
issue  or  waive  regulations. 

Section  C  No  Further  Redelegation 

Regional  Administrators,  Office 
Managers,  and  Directors  of  an  Office  or 
Division  of  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  and  the  Deputies  of  each 
such  official  may  not  redelegate  die 
power  and  authority  redelegated  herein 
under  section  A. 

Authority:  HOME  Investment  Parinerships 
Act  (42  U AC  12721-12839):  sec.  7(d). 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  (42  UA.C  3535(d)). 

Dated:  May  15, 1992. 

Randall  H.  Erbeo. 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Commuaity 
Phnning  and  DevehpmenL 
(FR  Doc.  92-13039  Filed  6-3-82;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  COOE  4210-3S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[OROMM)1-6310-12  (0-2-247)1 

Salem  District  Advisory  Coun^ 
Meeting 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Meeting  of  the  Salem  District 
Advisory  Council. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  in 
accordance  with  Public  Law  94-579  and 
43  CFR  part  1780  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Salem  District  Advisory  Council  will  be 
held  on  Thursday,  June  25. 1992, 
beginning  at  1  p.m.  The  meeting  will  be 
held  in  the  Salem  District  Office,  1717 
Fabry  Rd.  SE,  Salem,  OR. 


agenda:  ’Ihe  agenda  for  the  meeting 
will  include: 

(1)  Introduction  of  the  new  members. 

(2)  Appointment  of  a  new  chairperson. 

(3)  Discussion  of  the  BLM  Salem 
District  Land  Use  Plan  and 
Preferred  Alternative. 

'The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Anyone  wishing  to  make  an  oral 
statement  must  notify  the  District 
Manager  at  the  Salem  District  Office, 
1717  Fabry  Road  SE.  Salem,  Oregon 
97306  by  June  19, 1992.  Written 
comments  will  also  be  received  for  the 
council's  considerations.  Summary 
minutes  will  be  maintained  in  the 
district  office  and  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproduction 
during  regular  business  hours  within  30 
days  following  the  meeting. 

Van  W.  Manning, 

Salem  District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13119  Filed  6-3-82: 8:45  am] 
BIUINQ  COOE  4310-33-M 


[UT-942-21 12-15;  UTU  69597] 

Reconveyance  of  Certain  Lands  in 
GarfMd  County,  Utah  and  Order 
Providing  for  Opening  of  Public  Lands 
in  Garfield  County,  Utah 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

action:  Notice.  , 

summary:  On  April  19. 1989,  certain 
public  lands  were  conveyed  to  the  State 
of  Utah  under  IL  330,  to  indemnify  the 
State  for  lands  which  could  not  be 
granted  at  statehood.  Through  an  out-of- 
court  settlement  some  of  the  lands 
granted  under  IL  330  were  quit  claimed 
back  to  the  United  States.  This  order 
will  open  the  reconveyed  lands  to  the 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws  and 
the  mining  laws. 
effective  date:  July  6, 1992. 

FOR  further  information  CONTACT: 
Randy  Massey,  BLM  Utah  State  Office. 
P.O.  Box  45155,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84145-0155,  (801)  539-4119. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  following  lands 
were  reconveyed  to  the  United  States  by 
quit  claim  deed  from  the  State  of  Utah. 
These  lands  were  conveyed  to  the  State 
in  IL  330,  dated  April  19, 1989.  Through 
an  out  of  court  settlement  it  was  agreed 
that  the  State  of  Utah  would  deed 
certain  lands  back  to  the  United  States. 
The  following  lands  were  quite  claimed 
to  the  United  States  on  February  27. 
1992: 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 
T.  36  S..  R.  5  E.. 
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Sec.  34.  SV^SEV« 

Sec.  35.  SV2NMiSWV«.  SVzSVV'A.  SEV* 

T.  37  S..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  1.  lots  1-4.  SV*N*4.  SV4; 

Sec.  3,  lots  1-4.  SVzNV^.  S*/x 

Sec.  9,  all; 

Sec.  10.  all; 

Sec.  11.  all; 

Sec.  12.  all. 

Sec.  13.  NEV4.  NVbNWV«.  SW>/*NVVV4.  SVz. 

Sec.  14.  all; 

Sec.  15.  all. 

I'he  areas  described  aggregate 
approximately  &.074.56  acres  in  Garfield 
County. 

At  9  a.m.  on  July  6. 1992.  the  lands  will 
be  opened  to  the  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights  and  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  9  a.m.  on  July  6. 
1992,  shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of 
filing. 

^t  9  a.m.  on  July  6, 1992.  the  lands  will 
be  opened  to  location  and  entry  under 
the  United  States  mining  laws,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights  and  requirements 
of  applicable  law.  Appropriation  of  any 
of  the  lands  described  in  this  notice 
under  the  general  mining  laws  prior  to 
the  date  and  time  of  opening  is 
authorized.  Any  such  attempted 
appropriation,  including  attempted 
adverse  possession  under  30  U.S.C.  38 
(1988),  shall  vest  no  rights  against  the 
attempted  adverse  possession  under  30 

U. S.C.  38  (1988),  shall  vest  no  rights 
against  the  United*States.  Acts  required 
to  establish  a  location  and  to  initiate  a 
right  of  possession  are  governed  by 
State  law  where  not  in  conflict  with 
Federal  law.  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  will  not  intervene  in 
disputes  between  rival  locators  over 
possessory  rights  since  Congress  has 
provided  for  such  determinations  in 
local  court. 

Ted  O.  Stephenson. 

Deputy  State  Director.  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13016  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am| 
BILLINQ  CODE  SSIO-OQ-W 


iCA-010-4212-13.CACA  300761 

Realty  Action;  Exchange  of  Public 
Land  in  Yuba  and  Nevada  Counties,  CA 

AOENCV:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Department  of  the  Interior. 


summary:  The  following  described 
public  land  (surface  and  mineral  estate) 
is  being  considered  for  exchange  under 
Section  206  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (43  U.S.C 
1716): 


Selected  Pubik  Land 

Yuba  County 
T.17N..  R.7E..  M.D.M. 

Sec.  2;  Lot  2.  SWV4NEV4.  NWV4SEy4 
T.18N..  R.7E..  M.DJd. 

Sec.  28:  Lots  1  and  2 
Nevada  County 
T.16N..  R.J5..  M.D.M. 

Sec.  8;  Lot  2 
T.17N..  R.10E..  M.D.M. 

Sec,  20;  SEV4SEy4 

Sec.  28;  Lots  5. 6  and  7 

Aggregating  364.87-Acre8,  nrare  or  less 

The  selected  public  land  described 
above  is  hereby  segregated  from 
settlement,  location  and  entry  under  the 
public  land  laws  and  from  the  mining 
laws  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  above  land  is  being  considered 
for  possible,  transfer  to  a  nonprofit 
conservation  organization.  In  exchange, 
the  public  would  receive  private  land 
located  on  either  the  North  Fork  or 
South  Fork  of  the  American  River  or  the 
Merced  River,  or  marshlands  and 
waterfowl  habitat  located  in  the 
California  Central  Valley.  This  proposal 
is  considered  to  be  in  the  public  interest 
and  is  consistent  with  current  land  use 
plans. 

SUPPUEN^NTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

above  described  Federal  land  would  be 
transferred  subject  to  a  reservation  to 
the  United  States  for  a  right-of-way  for 
ditches  and  canals  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  the  Act  of  August  20. 
1890  (43  U.S.C.  945);  also  right-of-way  of 
record  would  be  identified  as  prior 
existing  rights. 

All  necessary  clearances  including 
clearances  for  archaeology,  rare  plants 
and  animals  would  be  completed  prior 
to  any  conveyance  of  title  by  the  U.S. 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION:  Contact 
Mike  Kelley.  (916)  965-4474  or  at  the 
address  listed  below. 

ADDRESS:  For  a  period  of  45  days  from 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  interested  parties  may  submit 
comments  to  the  District  Manager,  c/o 
the  Area  Manager,  Folsom  Resource 
Area.  63  Natoma  Street.  Folsom.  CA 
95630. 

Dated:  May  27.  1992 
D.K.  Swickard. 

Area  i^Jana^cr. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13116  Filed  6-3-92;  8;45  am) 
BILUMG  CODE  43tO-40-M 


( UT-942-02-5700-1 1;  UTU-6T972) 

Realty  Action,  Noncompetitive  Lease 
of  Public  Land  in  Grand  County,  UT 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

action:  ^otice  of  realty  action.  UTU- 
67372,  noncompetitive  lease  of  public 
land  in  Grand  County,  Utah. 

summary:  Notice  is  given  that  the 
following  described  parcel  of  public 
land  has  been  examined,  and  through 
the  development  of  local  land-use 
planning  decisions,  based  upon  public 
input,  resource  considerations, 
regulations,  and  Bureau  policies,  the 
parcel  has  been  found  suitable  for  lease 
pursuant  to  section  302  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976  (FLPMA)  (90  Stat.  2762;  43  U.S.C. 
1732)  using  noncompetitive  (direct)  lease 
procedures  (43  CFR  2920.5-4(b)). 

f 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  24  S..  R.  23  E..  SLM 

Section  27.  S'4SEV4NEy4SWV4NEy4.  SWy4 
swv4Nwy4SEy4NEy4.  NEy4SEy4Swv4 
NEV4.  W^NWy4SWy4SEy4NEV4.  NM 
SEy4SEy4Swy4NEy4.  Nwy4swy4swy4 
SEy4NEy4.  Ny8Swy4SEy4SEy4Swyi 
NE'A.  NV<.swy4Swy4Swy4SEV4NEy4. 

The  described  parcel  aggregates 
approximately  8.4  acres. 

The  lands  are  presently  used  by 
Canyonlands  Field  Institute  (CFl).  a  non¬ 
profit  educational  organization,  for  an 
educational  field  camp  under  a  special 
recreation  permit.  Students  camp  in  a 
remote  location  and  are  provided  with 
meals,  classroom  and  bathroom 
facilities.  The  BLM  proposes  to  issue  a 
5-year  renewable  lease  to  CFl  to  convert 
to  a  more  appropriate  authorization  for 
the  existing  facility.  The  proposed  lease 
would  not  authorize  the  construction  of 
any  permanent  structures.  The  camp 
would  essentially  be  removable  with  the 
help  of  a  backhoe  and  would  be 
reclaimed  at  the  termination  of  the 
authorization. 

The  parcel  is  being  offered  as  a 
noncompetitive  (direct)  lease  to  CFl  in 
accordance  with  43  CFR  2920.5-4(b)  at 
no  less  than  fair  maricet  rental.  The 
proposal  is  a  change  of  authorization  to 
an  organization  that  has  shown  good 
stewardship  of  the  land.  The  lease 
would  be  subject  to  all  valid  existing 
rights. 

COMMENTS:  For  a  period  of  forty-five 
(45)  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
to  the  Moab  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.  P.O.  Box  970,  Moab, 
Utah  84532.  Objections  will  be  reviewed 
by  the  Utah  State  Director  who  may 
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sustain,  vacate,  or  modify  this  realty 
action.  In  the  absence  of  any  objections, 
this  realty  action  will  become  the  final 
determination  of  the  Department  of 
Interior. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  For 

further  information,  contact  Mary  von 
Koch,  Realty  Specialist,  Grand  Resource 
Area  Office,  885  So.  Sand  Flats  Road, 
Moab,  Utah  84532,  (801)  259-8193,  or 
from  Brad  Groesbeck,  District  Realty 
Specialist,  Moab  District  OfHce,  82  East 
Dogwood,  P.O.  Box  970,  Moab,  Utah 
84532,  (801)  259-6111. 

Dated:  May  28, 1992. 

Kenneth  V.  Rhea, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13049  Filed  6-3-92;  a-45  am) 
BILLIMG  CODE  431(M)0-M 


fUT-060-02-4212-14:  UTU-57115  through 
UTU-5711«1 

Realty  Action,  Competitive  and 
Noncompetitive  Sale  of  Public  Land  in 
Grand  County,  UT 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  Realty  Action,  UTU- 
57115  through  UTU-57119,  Competitive 
and  Noncompetitive  Sale  of  Public  Land 
in  Grand  County,  Utah. 

summary:  Notice  is  given  that  the 
following  described  parcels  of  public 
land  have  been  examined,  and  through 
the  development  of  local  land-use 
planning  decisions,  based  upon  public 
input,  resource  considerations, 
regulations,  and  Bureau  policies,  the 
parcels  have  been  found  suitable  for 
disposal  by  sale  pursuant  to  section  203 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA)  (90 
Stat.  2750:  43  U.S.C,  1713)  using 
competitive  and  noncompetitive  sale 
procedures  (43  CFR  2711.3-1  and  43  CFR 
2711.3-3). 

The  parcels  are  difficult  and 
uneconomic  to  manage  as  public  lands, 
are  not  needed  for  any  resource 
programs,  and  are  not  suitable  for 
management  by  the  Bureau  of  any  other 
Federal  department  or  agency. 

Parcels  to  Be  Offered  for  Competitive  Sale 
Serial  Number,  legal  description,  acreage, 
and  appraised  fair  market  value 
UTU-57115  T.  21  S.,  R.  20  E.,  SLM,  Utah. 
Section  20.  SWViSWVi  |40  acres) 
S6.000.00 

UTU-57116  T.  21  S..  R.  20  E..  SLM,  Utah. 
Section  29.  Lots  3,4.5  (80.34  acres) 
$15,300.00 

UTU-57117  T.  21  S..  R.  20  E..  SLM.  Utah. 
Section  29,  Lots  1, 2  (29.95  acres) 
$24,000.00 


Parcels  UTU-57115-117  are  public  lands 
isolated  by  private  land  and  Interstate 
Highway  70.  They  have  public  access  from 
Grand  County  roads. 

Parcels  to  Be  Offered  for 
Noncompetitive  Direct  Sale 

The  following  two  parcels  will  be 
offered  for  sale  to  Lester  Rogers,  the 
adjacent  landowner.  The  lands  are 
isolated  by  Mr.  Rogers’  private  lands 
and  Interstate  70.  l^e  only  physical 
access  to  the  lands  is  from  the  private 
lands.  Legal  access  is  available  through 
public  lands  east  of  the  parcels.  The  fair 
market  value  for  these  parcels  will  be 
based  on  sales  data  collected  from  the 
competitive  sale  of  parcels  UTU-57115, 
UTU-57116,  and  UTU-57117. 

UTU-57118  T.  21  S..  R.  20  E..  SLM.  Utah. 

Section  28.  Lot  2  (19.32  acres) 

UTU-57119  T.  21  S.,  R.  20  E..  SLM,  Utah. 

Section  28,  Lot  1  (41.21  acres) 

The  parcels  will  not  be  offered  for 
sale  until  at  least  sixty  (60)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  sale  will  be  at  no  less  than 
the  appraised  fair  market  value. 

Publication  of  this  notice  will  serve  as 
the  2-year  notification  to  the  grazing 
permittees  of  a  reduction  of  grazing 
privilege  in  grazing  authorization 
numbers  6318  (Crescent  Junction 
Allotment)  and  6342  (Crescent  Canyon 
Allotment). 

Publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  segregates  the  public 
land  from  the  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  and  the  mining  laws.  The 
segregative  effect  will  end  upon 
issuance  of  a  patent,  or  two  hundred 
seventy  (270)  days  from  the  date  of 
publication,  whichever  occurs  first. 

The  terms  and  conditions  applicable  to 
the  sale  are 

1.  All  minerals,  including  oil  and  gas, 
shall  be  reserved  to  the  United  States, 
together  with  the  right  to  prospect  for, 
mine,  and  remove  the  minerals. 

2.  A  right-of-way  will  be  reserved  for 
ditches  and  canals  constructed  by  the 
authority  of  the  United  States  (Act  of 
August  30, 1890,  26  Stat.  391;  43  U.S.C. 
945). 

3.  The  sale  of  the  parcels  will  be 
subject  to  all  valid  existing  rights, 
reservations,  and  privileges  of  record 
including,  but  not  limited  to  the 
following: 

Parcel  UTU-57115 

a.  A  right-of-way  (RCW)  for  Grand 
County  Road  #175  acquired  through 
relinquishment  by  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA). 

b.  Right-of-way  UTUO-146642  for  a  3" 
buried  culinary  water  pipeline  within 
the  road  ROW  authorized  under  the  Act 


of  February  15, 1901  (31  Stat.  790;  43 
U.S.C.  959). 

Parcel  UTU-57116 

a.  A  lOO'-wide  right-of-way  for  County 
Road  #144  acquired  through 
relinquishment  by  the  FHWA. 

b.  Right-of-way  UTU-39051  for  a 
buried  powerline  within  the  road  ROW 
authorized  under  Title  V  of  the  Act  of 
October  21. 1976  (90  Stat.  2776;  43  U.S.C. 
1761). 

c.  Right-of-way  UTSLO-42141  for  a 
lO'-wide  ROW  for  an  aerial  telephone 
line  authorized  under  Title  V  of  the  Act 
of  October  21. 1976  (90  Stat.  2776;  43 
U.S.C.  1761). 

Parcel  UTU-57117 

a.  A  lOO’-wide  right-of-way  for  County 
Road  #144  acquired  through 
relinquishment  by  the  FHWA. 

b.  Right-of-way  UTU-39051  for  a 
buried  powerline  within  the  road  ROW 
authorized  under  Title  V  of  the  Act  of 
October  21. 1976  (90  Stat.  2776;  43  U.S.C. 
1761). 

c.  Right-of-way  UTSLO-42141  for  a 
lO'-wide  ROW  for  an  aerial  telephone 
line  authorized  under  Title  V  of  the  Act 
of  October  21. 1976  (90  Stat.  2776;  43 
U.S.C.  1761). 

Parcel  UTU-57119 

a.  Right-of-way  UTSLO-42141  for  a 
lO'-wide  ROW  for  an  aerial  telephone 
line  authorized  under  Title  V  of  the  Act 
of  October  21, 1976  (90  Stat.  2776: 43 
U.S.C.  1761). 

Competitive  Sale  Procedures 

Sealed  bids  would  be  accepted  at  the 
Grand  Resource  Area  Office,  885  S. 
Sandflats  Road,  Moab,  Utah  84532  from 
7:45  a.m.,  MDT,  on  August  3, 1992  until  3 
p.m.,  MDT,  on  August  14, 1992.  Bid 
envelopes  must  be  marked  on  the  right 
front  comer  with  “Bid  for  Public  Sale. 

Parcel  #  UTU _ ,  and  sale  date 

(August  14, 1992)”.  Bids  must  be  at  no 
less  than  the  appraised  fair  market 
value  specified  in  this  notice.  Each  bid 
must  be  in  a  sealed  envelope 
accompanied  by  a  certified  check,  postal 
money  order,  bank  draft  or  cashier’s 
check  made  payable  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  BLM,  for  no  less  than 
twenty  (20)  percent  of  the  amount  bid.  A 
statement  as  to  the  amount  of  the  full 
bid  shall  be  enclosed.  'The  sealed  bids 
will  be  opened  publicly  after  3  p.m.  on 
August  14, 1992  at  the  Grand  Resource 
Area  OfHce.  The  highest  qualifying 
sealed  bid  for  each  parcel  will  be 
declared  by  the  authorized  officer.  Oral 
bids,  in  $100  increments,  will  be  invited 
to  determine  the  apparent  high  bidder. 
The  person  declared  to  have  entered  the 
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highest  qualifying  bid  shall  submit 
payment  by  cash,  personal  check,  bank 
draft,  money  order,  or  any  combination 
for  not  less  than  one-fifth  of  the  amount 
of  the  bid  immediately  following  the 
close  of  the  sale.  The  successful  bidder 
shall  submit  the  remainder  of  the  full  bid 
price  prior  to  the  expiration  of  180  days 
from  ^e  date  of  the  sale.  If  a  parcel  is 
not  sold  on  the  sale  date,  it  will  remain 
for  sale  over  the  counter  until  sold  or 
withdrawn  from  the  market. 

Noncompetitive  Sale  Procedures 

Following  the  competitive  sale,  the 
fair  market  value  of  parcels  UTU-57118 
and  UTU-57119  will  be  determined.  The 
parcels  would  be  offered  for  direct  sale 
to  Lester  Rogers  at  no  less  than  the 
appraised  fair  market  value  on 
September  14, 1992.  In  the  event  that  the 
direct  sale  does  not  go  through,  the 
unsold  parcel(s]  would  be  available  for 
sale  over-the-counter  starting  at  7:45 

a.m.  on  October  5, 1992  and  would 
remain  for  sale  until  sold  or  withdrawn 
from  the  market.  If  both  parcels  are  not 
sold  by  direct  sale,  either  both  parcels 
must  be  sold  together  or  the  western 
parcel  must  be  sold  first  to  prevent  the 
isolation  of  parcel  UTU-57118. 

Bidder  Qualifications 

Bidders  must  be  U.S.  citizens.  18  years 
of  age  or  over,  a  State  or  State 
instrumentality  authorized  to  hold 
property;  a  corporation  authorized  to 
hold  property;  or  a  corporation 
authorized  to  own  real  estate  in  the 
State  of  Utah. 

Bid  Standards 

The  BLM  reserves  the  right  to  accept 
or  reject  any  and  all  offers  or  withdraw 
the  land  from  sale  if.  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Authorized  Officer,  consummation 
of  the  sale  would  not  be  fully  consistent 
with  section  203(g)  of  FLPMA  or  other 
applicable  laws. 

COMMENTS:  By  July  20, 1992,  interested 
parties  may  submit  comments  to  the 
Moab  District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  970,  Moab.  Utah 
64532.  Objections  will  be  reviewed  by 
the  Utah  State  Director  who  may 
sustain,  vacate,  or  modify  this  realty 
action.  In  the  absence  of  any  objections, 
this  realty  action  will  become  the  final 
determination  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information,  including  a 
brochure  describing  the  parcels,  may  be 
obtained  from  Mary  von  Koch,  Area 
Realty  Specialist.  Grand  Resource  Area. 
885  So.  Sanflats  Road,  Moab.  Utah 
84532,  (801)  259-8193,  or  from  Brad 
Croesbeck,  District  Realty  Specialist, 


Moab  District  Ofiice,  82  East  Dogwood 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  970  Moab,  Utah  84532. 
(801) 259-6111. 

Dated;  May  27. 1992. 

Kenneth  V.  Rhea, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13050  Filed  8-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-OO-«l 


[NM-030-02-4351-08] 

Intent  To  Prepare  Resource 
Management  Plan  Amendment; 

Caballo  Resource  Area,  NM 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  and  invitation 
to  participate  in  an  amendment  to  the 
White  Sands  Resource  Management 
Plan. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM),  Las  Cruces  District, 
New  Mexico,  is  initiating  the 
preparation  of  a  Resource  Management 
Plan  (RMP)  Amendment  to  consider  the 
reintroduction  and  managemer^^of 
desert  bighorn  sheep  in  the  Caoallo 
Mountains  in  Sierra  County,  near  Truth 
or  Consequences,  New  Mexico.  The 
RMP  Amendment  will  include  an 
Environmental  Assessment  (EA). 

The  public  is  invited  to  participate  in 
the  planning  process.  Two  public 
scoping  meetings  will  be  held  to  obtain 
public  input  on  concerns  with  the  RMP 
Amendment  for  bighorn  sheep 
reintroduction.  The  meetings  will  be 
held  at  the  following  times  and 
locations: 

Date /Time  and  Location 
June  23. 1992. 7  p.m. — Civic  Center.  400  West 
4th  St..  Truth  or  Consequences.  New 
Mexico. 

|une  25. 1992, 7  p.m. — BLM  District  Office. 
1800  Marquess  St..  Las  Cruces.  New 
Mexico. 

DATES:  Comments  relating  to  the 
amendment  will  be  accepted  until  July  6. 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to:  Tim  Murphy.  Area  Manager,  BLM. 
1800  Marquess  St.,  Las  Cruces,  New 
Mexico  88005. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Tim  Sanders,  Supervisory  Natural 
Resource  Specialist  of  Mike  Howard. 
Wildlife  Biologist  BLM.  Las  Cruces 
District  Caballo  Resource  Area,  505- 
525-8226 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  BLM 

Las  Cruces  District  in  cooperation  with 
the  New  Mexico  Department  of  Game 
and  Fish,  proposes  to  reintroduce  desert 
bighorn  sheep  to  approximately  30X100 
acres  of  historic  range  in  the  Caballo 


Mountains  of  south-central  New  Mexico. 
Because  desert  bighorn  sheep  are  listed 
as  endangered  by  the  State  of  New 
Mexico,  there  is  an  urgent  need  to 
provide  for  the  perpetuation  of  this 
subspecies.  The  White  Sands  Resource 
Management  Plan  (WSRMP),  which 
guides  management  of  the  Caballo 
Mountains,  prescribes  management  for 
desert  mule  deer.  Reintroduction  of 
bighorn  sheep  is  not  addressed  in  the 
WSRMP.  To  consider  this  new 
management  direction,  an  RMP 
Amendment/EA  will  be  completed. 

The  RMP  Amendment  will  address 
the  proposed  action  as  well  as 
alternatives  to  that  proposal.  Specifics 
of  the  proposed  action  are  as  follows: 

1.  Provide  for  the  immediate  (October 
1992)  reintroduction  of  approximately  35 
desert  bighorn  sheep,  and  subsequent 
management  of  a  viable  population  (100 
animals)  as  a  primary  use  of  the  Caballo 
Mountains. 

2.  Develop  a  Habitat  Management 
Plan  following  the  reintroduction  to 
address  management  of  bighorn  sheep 
and  other  wildlife  species  and  habitats 
(including  endangered  or  sensitive 
plants  and  animals). 

3.  Close  the  Caballo  Mountains  to  off¬ 
road  vehicles  (43  CFR  8341.1(c))  to 
minimize  human  disturbance  (presence) 
in  the  area. 

a.  The  closure  would  require  mining 
claimants  to  submit  a  mining  plan  of 
operations  for  any  action,  except  casual 
use,  within  the  closed  area.  Vehicular 
access  for  casual  use  would  require 
authorization.  BLM  would  work  with 
miners,  through  the  plan  of  operations, 
to  mitigate  impacts  to  bighorn  sheep  and 
other  sensitive  resources  in  the  area  (43 
CFR  3809.1-4(5)). 

b.  Provision  for  specific  access  needs, 
such  as  grazing,  mining,  and  other  uses 
could  be  authorized  by  BLM  (43  CFR 
8340.0-5(h)). 

c.  The  road  to  the  Caballo  Mountain 
Communication  Site  would  remain  open 
to  the  public. 

4.  Limit  the  class  of  livestock 
authorized  to  graze  on  BLM 
administered  public  land  to  cattle  and 
horses  east  of  the  Rio  Grande  to  the 
White  Sands  Missile  Range  boundary,  9 
miles  west  of  the  Caballo  Mountains, 
and  elsewhere  within  9  miles  of  any 
occupied  or  likely  to  be  occupied 
bighorn  sheep  range  in  Sierra  County. 
Domestic  sheep  and  goats  would  not  be 
permitted  to  graze  on  public  land  in 
these  areas.  This  would  be  to  prevent 
transmission  of  disease  to  bighorn  sheep 
in  the  Caballo  Mountains,  the  San 
Andres  Mountains,  and  other  areas. 

5.  The  proposed  action  does  not  call 
for  the  designation  of  Areas  of  Critical  • 
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Environmental  Concern  (ACEC), 
withdrawal  of  lands  from  minerals  or 
other  public  land  laws,  or  Federal 
acquisition  of  private  or  State  trust 
lands,  or  limitation  of  existing  livestock 
operations  other  than  as  described  in 
item  4.  The  RMP  amendment/EA  will  be 
prepared  by  the  wildlife  habitat 
management  sta^  and  minerals,  lands, 
recreation,  and  grazing  specialists. 
Additional  support  will  be  provided  by 
other  specialists  as  needed.  The  RMP 
Amendment/EA  will  be  developed  in 
coordination  with  the  New  Mexico 
Department  of  Game  and  Fish.  Public 
participation  activities  during  the 
planning  process  will  include 
consultation  with  affected  users, 
meetings  with  interested  groups  and 
individuals,  mail  outs,  media  notices. 
Federal  Register  notices,  public 
meetings,  and  distribution  of  the  RMP 
Amendment/EA  for  comments. 
Complete  records  of  the  planning 
process  will  be  available  for  public 
review  at  the  BLM  District  Office. 

Dated;  May  29, 1992. 

Larry  L.  Woodard. 

State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13019  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-FB-M 


Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

Information  Collection  Submitted  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
for  Review  Under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act 

The  proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  listed  below  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  for  approval  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35).  Copies  of  the 
proposed  collection  of  information  and 
related  form  and  explanatory  material 
may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Bureau's  clearance  officer  at  the  phone 
number  listed  below.  Comments  and 
suggestions  on  the  requirements  should 
be  made  directly  to  the  bureau 
clearance  oHicer  and  to  the  OfHce  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Paperwork 
Reduction  Project  (1029-0080), 
Washington,  DC  20503,  telephone  202- 
395-7340. 

Title:  30  CFR  part  882 — Reclamation 
on  Private  Lands. 

OMB  Number  1029-0057. 

Abstract:  Section  408  of  the  Surface 
Mining  Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of 
1977,  Public  Law  95-87,  provides  that 
under  certain  circumstances  liens  may 
be  levied  on  private  property  that  has 
been  reclaimed.  Part  882  establishes 
procedures  for  recovery  of  the  cost  of 


reclamation  activities  conducted  on 
privately  owned  lands  and  is  intended 
to  ensure  that  land  owners  who 
acquired  the  land  after  a  specified  date 
or  who  benefitted  from  the  mining 
operation  will  not  realize  the  windfall 
from  the  reclamation. 

Bureau  Form  Number  Not  applicable. 

Frequency:  As  required. 

Descriptions  of  Respondents:  States 
and  Indian  tribes. 

Estimated  Completion  Time:  One 
hour. 

Annual  Responses:  One. 

Annual  Reporting  Burden:  One. 

Bureau  Clearance  Officer:  Andrew 
DeVito  202-343-5150. 

Dated:  April  24, 1992. 

John  Mosesso, 

Chief,  Division  of  Technical  Services. 

(FR  Doc,  92-13115  Filed  6-3-02;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-05-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Motor  Passenger  Carrier  or  Water 
Carrier  Finance  Applications  Under  49 
U.S.C.  11343-11344 

The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  rights  and 
properties  of,  or  acquire  control  of  motor 
passenger  carriers  or  water  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C,  11343-11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  49  CFR 
part  1182,  as  revised  in  Pur.,  Merger  & 
Cont.-Motor  Passenger  &  Water 
Carriers,  5  I,C.C.2d  786  (1989).  The 
findings  for  these  applications  are  set 
forth  at  49  CFR  1182.18.  Persons  wishing 
to  oppose  an  application  must  follow  the 
rules  under  49  CFR  1182,  subpart  B.  If  no 
one  timely  opposes  the  application,  this 
publication  automatically  will  become 
the  final  action  of  the  Commission. 
Sidney  L  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

MC-F-20086,  filed  May  27. 1992. 
VanCom,  Inc.,  John  G.  Van  Der  Aa,  and 
Terry  L  Van  Der  Aa — Continuance  in 
control — American  Transit  Corp.,  d/b/a 
Huskie  Line;  American  Transit  Corp.,  d/ 
b/a/  Valley  Coach;  VanCom-Illinois, 
Inc.;  Royal  American  Charter  Lines,  Inc.; 
and  VanCom-Connecticut,  Inc. 
Applicant's  representatives:  Arnold  L 
Burke,  180  N.  LaSalle  Street.  Suite  2025, 
Chicago,  IL  60601.  VanCom,  Inc. 
(VanCom)  (MC-163845).  a  passenger 
carrier  controlled  by  John  G.  and  Terry 
L  Van  Der  Aa,  non-carrier  individuals, 
seek  approval  of  VanCom's  continuance 
in  control  of  American  Transit  Corp.,  d/ 
b/a  Huskie  Line,  (Huskie)  (MC-168387); 
American  Transit  Corp.,  d/b/a/  Valley 


Coach  (Valley)  (MC-205760);  VanCom- 
Illinois,  Inc.,  (VanCom-Ill.)  (MC-167816); 
Royal  American  Charter  Unes,  Inc., 
(Royal)  (MC-165919);  all  common 
carriers  of  passengers,  and  VanCom- 
Connecticut,  Inc.,  (VanCom-Conn.)  (MC- 
219430),  a  new  carrier  seeking  its  initial 
common  carrier  authority  to  transport 
passengers,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  VanCom 
also  controls  Indian  Bus  Service,  Inc., 
(Indiana)  (MC-141600),  and  Van  Der  Aa 
Bus  Lines,  Inc.,  (Van)  (MC-190458).  The 
control  by  VanCom  of  Indiana  and  Van 
was  previously  approved  in  MC-F- 
14359.  A  request  to  merger  the  authority 
held  by  VanCom-Ill.  into  that  of  Van 
will  be  filed  in  a  separate  application. 
VanCom  will  control  seven  carriers 
upon  the  issuance  of  authority  to  Royal. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13092  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Finance  Docket  No.  32073] 

The  Alabama  Great  Southern  Railroad 
Co.— Trackage  Rights  Exemption — 
Burlington  Northern  Railroad  Co. 

Burlington  Northern  Railroad 
Company  (BN)  has  agreed  to  grant 
overhead  trackage  rights  to  The 
Alabama  Great  Southern  Railroad 
Company  (AGS)  over  approximately  2 
miles  of  its  line,  at  York,  AL,  between 
the  junction  of  the  BN  line  with  AGS's 
line  at  milepost  731.47  and  milepost 
729.2  at  a  lumber  facility  operated  by 
ATN  Lumber,  for  the  purpose  of 
allowing  AGS  to  provide  direct  service 
to  and  from  the  lumber  facility.  The 
trackage  rights  will  become  effective  on 
or  after  June  15. 1992. 

This  notice  is  filed  under  49  CFR 
1180.2(d)(7).  Petitions  to  revoke  the 
exemption  under  49  U.S.C.  10505(d)  may 
be  filed  at  any  time.  The  filing  of  a 
petition  to  revoke  will  not  stay  the 
transaction.  Pleadings  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  and  served  on:  James  L. 
Howe  III,  Northern  Southern  Railway 
Company,  Three  Commercial  Place, 
Norfolk.  VA  23510-2191. 

As  a  condition  to  the  use  of  this 
exemption,  any  employees  affected  by 
the  trackage  rights  will  be  protected 
pursuant  to  Norfolk  and  Western  Ry. 

Co. — ^Trackage  Rights — ^BN,  354 1.C.C. 
605  (1978),  as  modified  in  Mendocino 
Coast  Ry.,  Inc. — Lease  and  Operate,  360 
I.C.C.  653  (1980),  and  as  clarified  in 
Wilmington  Term.  RR,  Inc. — Pur  & 
Leases-^SX  Transp.,  Inc.,  6 1.C.C2d 
799  (1990),  aff'd  sub  nom.  Railway  Labor 
Executives'  Ass'n  v.  ICC,  930  F.2d  511 
(6th  Cir.  1991). 
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Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  David  M.  Konschnik, 
Director,  Office  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L  Strickland,  Jr^ 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13091  Filed  ft-3-92;  8:45  amj 
BtUING  CODE  703$-«1-M 


[Finance  Docket  No.  32069] 

McCloud  Railway  Ca—Acquisition  and 
Operation  Exemption— McCloud  River 
Railroad  Co. 

McCloud  Railway  Company  (MRC],  a 
wholly  owned  subsidiary  of  4  Rails,  Inc. 
(4  Rails],*  both  non-carriers,  filed  a 
notice  of  exemption  to:  (1)  Acquire  and 
operate  the  railroad  assets  of  McCloud 
River  Railroad  Company  (McCloud 
River);  *  and  (2)  to  operate  over  34.1 
miles  of  Burlington  Northern  Railroad 
Company  (BN)  track  between  milepost 
BH-0  at  Lookout  and  milepost  BH-34.1 
at  Hambone  in  Siskiyou  and  Modoc 
Counties,  CA  (Lookout  Branch). 

McCloud  River  owns  and  operates  96.8 
miles  of  track  in  Siskiyou  and  Shasta 
Counties,  CA.  between:  (1)  Milepost  0  at 
McCloud  and  milepost  M-15.8  at  Mt, 
Shasta  (Mt.  Shasta  Line):  (2)  milepost  0 
at  McCloud  and  milepost  31  at 
Hambone  (Hambone  Line):  (3)  milepost 
18  near  Bartle  and  milepost  B^l  at 
Burney  (Burney  Line);  and  (4)  milepost 
B-58  near  Burney  and  milepost  S-7  also 
near  Burney  (Sierra  Branch).  The 
proposed  transaction  was  to  have  been 
consummated  on  or  about  May  18, 1992. 

Any  comments  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  on:  Jeff  E. 

Forbis,  511  Freeman  Lane,  Mt.  Shasta. 
CA  96067. 

This  notice  is  filed  under  49  CFR 
1150.31.  If  the  notice  contains  false  or 
misleading  information,  the  exemption  is 
void  ab  initio.  Petitions  to  revoke  the 
exemption  under  49  U.S.C.  10505(d)  may 
be  filed  at  any  time.  The  filing  of  a 
petition  to  revoke  will  not  automatically 
stay  the  transaction. 

Decided:  May  29, 1992. 

By  the  Commission.  David  M.  Konschnik. 
Director,  O^ice  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L  Strickland,  Jr^ 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13090  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BHXINQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


'  4  Rails  is  wholly  owned  by  Jeff  E.  Forbis  and  W. 
Verllne  Forbis,  husband  and  wife. 

*  McCloud  River  is  a  class  III  wholly  owned 
railroad  subsidiary  of  Itel  Rail  Corporation,  which  is 
a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of  Itel  Corporation. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Lodging  of  Consent  Decree 

In  accordance  with  the  policy  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  28  CFR  50.7, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  proposed 
Consent  Decree  in  United  States  v. 
Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.,  CV  88-7836  RSWL, 
was  lodged  with  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Central  District  of 
California  on  May  18, 1992.  This  action 
was  brought  by  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  section  309  of  the  Clean 
Water  Act,  33  U.S.C.  1319. 

Under  the  proposed  Consent  Decree. 
Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.,  agrees  to  pay 
$1,500,000  to  the  United  States  to  resolve 
the  civil  claims  of  the  United  States 
against  Chevron  for  repeated  violations 
of  Chevron's  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elimination  System  permit 
issued  for  its  oil  platform  known  as 
Platform  Grace  located  in  the  Santa 
Barbara  Channel.  The  proposed  Decreee 
permanently  enjoins  Chevron  from 
further  violations  of  its  permit  or  the 
Clean  Water  Act. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
Consent  Decree  for  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General  of 
the  Environment  Hid  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice.  10th  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Washington,  DC 
20530.  All  comments  should  refere  to 
United  States  v.  Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc., 

D.J.  Ref.  90-5-1-1-3178. 

The  proposed  Consent  Decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  312  North  Spring  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90012.  A  copy  of 
the  proposed  Consent  Decree  may  also 
be  examined  at  the  Environmental 
Enforcement  Section.  Document  Center, 
601  Pennsylvania  Avenue  Building,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004  (202-347-2072). 

A  copy  of  the  proposed  Consent 
Decree  may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by 
mail  from  the  Environmental 
Enforcement  Section  Document  Center, 
601  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Box 
1097,  Washington,  DC  20004.  Any 
request  for  a  copy  of  the  proposed 
Consent  Decree  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  check  in  the  amount  of  $2.50  for 
copying  costs  ($0.25  per  page)  payable 
to  “Consent  Decree  Library’*. 

Bairy  M.  Hartman, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  92-12989  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am] 
BUUNQ  CODE  4410-01-M 


Lodgng  of  Consent  Decree  Pursuant 
to  the  Clean  Air  Act 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  proposed  partial  consent 
decree  in  United  States  v.  City  of 
Jamestown,  et.  al.  (D.N.D.),  (Civil  Action 
number  A-3-92-76)  was  lodged  on  May 
13. 1992  with  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  North  Dakota. 
The  decree  requires  defendant  City  of 
Jamestown,  if  it  conducts  demolition  or 
renovation  activities  in  a  facility  where 
asbestos  containing  material  (“ACM”)  is 
present,  to  hire  an  asbestos  consultant 
to  determine  whether  such  activities 
will:  (a)  Fracture,  break  up,  dislodge  or 
disturb  the  ACM,  (b)  prevent  access  to 
the  ACM  for  later  removal,  or  (c)  expose 
any  worker  to  airborne  ACM  fibers.  If 
the  answer  to  any  of  the  above 
«  questions  is  affirmative,  the  City  is 
required  to  remove  the  ACM  in 
accordance  with  the  National  Emission 
Standard  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollutants 
(NESHAF*)  promulgated  for  asbestos 
pursuant  to  sections  112  and  114  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  42  U.S.C.  7412  and  7414, 
and  to  employ  an  asbestos  consultant  to 
review  and  approve  the  asbestos 
abatement  plans,  and  monitor  all 
asbestos  abatement  measures  during 
removal  and  disposal  of  ACM.  The 
decree  also  requires  future  compliance 
with  the  asbestos  NESHAP  regulations 
and  provides  for  stipulated  penalties  for 
future  violations. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will 
receive,  for  a  period  of  thirty  (30)  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication, 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
consent  decree.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General  for  the  Environment  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  Department 
of  Justice,  Washington,  DC  20530,  and 
should  refer  to  United  States  v.  City  of 
Jamestown,  DOJ  reference  #90-5-2-1- 
1427. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  Office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  North 
Dakota.  219  Federal  Building,  655  First 
Avenue  North,  Fargo,  North  Dakota, 
58102,  and  at  the  Environmental 
Enforcement  Section  Document  Center, 
601  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Box 
1097,  Washington.  DC  20004,  (202)  347- 
2072.  A  copy  of  the  proposed  consent 
decree  may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by 
mail  from  the  Document  Center.  In 
requesting  a  copy,  please  enclose  a 
check  in  the  amount  of  $3.75  (25  cents 
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per  page  reproduction  costs),  payable  to 
“Consent  Decree  Library". 

)ohn  C  Cniden, 

Chief,  Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
|FR  Doc.  92-12988  Piled  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  COOe  4410-01-M 

Lodging  of  Consent  Decree;  United 
States  V.  Union  Pacific  RaHroad 
Company 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  and  pursuant  to 
section  122(d)(2)(B)  of  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental 
Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability 
Act  of  1980,  as  amended  (“CERCLA"), 

42  U.S.C  9622(d)(2)(B),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  Consent  Decree  in  United 
States  v.  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Civil  Action  No.  92  0210  E- 
EJL  was  lodged  with  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Idaho  on 
May  22, 1992.  This  action  was  brought 
under  sections  106  and  107  of  CERCLA, 
42  U.S.a  9606  and  9607.  The  Consent 
Decree  provides  the  defendant  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  will  clean  up 
the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Sludge  Pit 
Superfund  Site  as  required  by  the 
Record  of  Decision  issued  by  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  on 
September  10, 1991,  pay  $167,333.07,  the 
past  response  costs  incurred  by  the 
federal  government  and  pay  all  future 
response  and  oversight  costs  incurred 
by  the  federal  government. 

For  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  the 
Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
written  comments  relating  to  the 
Consent  Decree  from  persons  who  are 
not  parties  to  the  action.  Comments 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Environment  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  Department 
of  Justice,  Washington,  DC  20530  and 
should  refer  to  United  States  v.  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  D.O.).  Ref. 
No.  90-11-2-751. 

The  Consent  Decree  may  be  examined 
at  the  Offices  of  the  United  States 
Attorney,  District  of  Idaho,  room  327, 
Federal  Building,  550  West  Fort  Street 
Boise,  Idaho  83724  and  at  the  Region  X 
Office  of  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington, 
99101. 

A  copy  of  the  Consent  Decree  also 
may  be  examined  at  the  Environmental 
Enforcement  Section  Document  Center, 
601  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Box 
1097,  Washington,  DC  20004.  Telephone 
number  (202)  347-2072.  A  copy  of  the 
Consent  Deoree  may  be  obtained  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  the 


Environmental  Enforcement  Section 
Document  Center.  The  proposed 
Consent  Decree  package  consists  of  a  77 
page  Consent  Decree  and  194  pages  of 
appendices.  You  may  request  a  copy  of 
the  Consent  Decree  with  or  without  the 
appendices.  iHease  specify  in  the 
request  whether  or  not  the  appendices 
are  requested.  A  request  for  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  Consent  Decree  with 
appendices  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
check  for  in  the  amount  of  $67.75  (25 
cents  per  page  reproduction  charge) 
made  payable  to  “Consent  Decree 
Library."  A  request  for  a  copy  of  the 
proposed  Consent  Decree  without 
appendices  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
check  in  the  amount  of  $19.25. 

Roger  Clegg, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  92-12987  Piled  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4410-et-« 


Antitruat  Division 

Notice  Pursuant  to  the  National 
Cooperative  Research  Act  of  1984— 
Network  Managentent  Forum 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  6(a)  of  the  National 
Cooperative  Research  Act  of  1984, 15 
U.S.C  4301  et  seq.  (“the  Act"),  the 
Network  Management  Forum,  formerly 
known  as  OSI/Network  Management 
Fonun,  (“the  Forum”)  on  April  27, 1992, 
filed  an  additional  written  notification 
simultaneously  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  disclosing  additions  to  its 
membership.  The  additional  notiffcation 
was  filed  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  protections  of  Section  4  of  the  Act, 
limiting  the  recovery  of  antitrust 
plaintiffs  to  actual  damages  under 
speciffed  circumstances. 

On  October  21, 1988,  the  Forum  filed 
its  original  notiffcation  pursuant  to 
section  6(a)  of  the  Act.  The  Department 
of  Justice  published  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  pursuant  to  section  6(b) 
of  the  Act  on  December  8, 1988  (53  FR 
49615).  On  December  23, 1988,  March  23, 

1989,  July  3, 1989,  September  28, 1989, 
November  22, 1989,  January  29, 1990, 
March  20, 1990,  May  7, 199a  July  20, 

1990,  February  27. 1991,  April  17, 1991, 
and  June  28, 1991,  the  Forum  filed 
additional  written  notiffcations  pursuant 
to  section  6(a)  of  the  Act.  The 
Department  published  notices  in  the 
Federal  Register  pursuant  to  section  6(b) 
on  January  26, 1989  (54  FR  3870),  April 
25, 1989  (54  FR  17834),  August  4, 1969  (54 
FR  32141),  October  26, 1989  (54  FR 
43631),  January  10, 1990  (55  FR  926), 
February  28, 1990  (55  FR  7046),  April  23, 


1990  (55  FR  15295),  May  24, 1990  (55  FR 
21449),  August  2a  1990  (55  FR  33967), 
April  3, 1991  (56  FR  13655),  May  23, 1991 
(56  FR  23723),  and  August  1. 1991  (56  FR 
36847),  respectively. 

The  identities  of  the  additional  parties 
to  the  venture  are  given  below: 

Affiliate  Member  JP  Morgan  Co.,  New  York, 
NY 

Corporate  Member  Mitsubishi  Electric  Corp., 
Kamakura,  Japan 
Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations,  Antitrust  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13114  Filed  6-3-92;  8*45  am) 
BILLINQ  COOE  441(H)1-W 

National  Institute  of  Corrections 
Advisory  Board  Meeting 

Time  and  Date:  8jn.,  Tuesday,  June  3a 
1992. 

Place:  Raintree  I^aza  Hotel  and 
Conference  Center,  1900  Diagonal 
Highway,  Longmont,  Colcnado. 

Status:  Open. 

Matters  to  be  Considered:  An  update 
of  the  Corrections  Annual  Report,  the 
Corrections  Options  Incentive  Act,  the 
Corrections  Telecommunications 
System,  the  Foreign  Technical 
Assistance,  and  the  meeting  on  the 
Homeless  Mentally  Ill  Inmates. 

Contact  Person  for  more  Information: 
Larry  Solomon,  Deputy  Director,  (202) 
307-3106. 

M.  Wayne  Huggins, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13113  Piled  6-3-92;  8:45  ant) 
BBJJNO  COOE  44tO-3S4l 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administralion 

Shipyard  Employment  Standards 
Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

AQENCV:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  (OSHA),  Labor. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that ' 
the  Shipyard  Employment  Standards 
Advisory  Committee,  established  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (FACA),  as  amended  (5 
U.S.C.,  App.  I)  and  section  7(b)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act,  29 
U.S.C.  656(b)),  will  convene  on  July  7. 
1992,  at  8:30  a.m.,  at  the  Boston  Marriott 
Long  Wharf,  296  State  Street.  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  02109.  The  meeting  will 
adjourn  on  July  a  1992,  at  approximately 
4  p.m.  The  public  is  encouraged  to 
attend. 
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The  agenda  is  as  follows: 

I.  Call  to  Order. 

II.  Review  the  transcripts  of  April  1-2, 1992 

meeting. 

III.  Discussion  of  the  following  standards; 

(a)  29  CFR  part  1915,  Subpart  F,  General 
Working  Conditions. 

(b)  Ad-hoc  Committee  Report  on  29  CFR 
part  1915.  Subpart  G,  Materials  Handling 
and  Storage  (Hammerhead  tower 
cranes). 

(c)  Ad-hoc  Committee  Report  on  29  CFR 
part  1915.  Subpart  Q,  Hazardous 
Materials  (Process  Safety  Management). 

(d)  29  CFR  part  1915,  Subpart  L  Electrical 
1915 

(1) .  Temporary  Services  (Power/wiring) 

(2) .  Scope  and  application  (General) 

(e)  29  CFR  part  1915,  Subpart  U,  Surface 
Preparation  and  preservation. 

(f)  Ad-hoc  committee  report  on  29  CFR  part 
1915.  Subpart  Z.  Lead. 

IV.  New  Business.  Discussion  of  the  following 

standards,  as  time  permits. 

(a)  29  CFR  part  1915.  subpart ).  Ship's 
Machinery  and  Piping  Systems. 

Public  Participation:  Time  permitting, 
the  Committee  will  consider  oral 
presentations  relating  to  agenda  items. 
Persons  wishing  to  address  the 
Committee  should  submit  a  written 
request  to  Mr.  Thomas  Hall  (address 
below)  by  the  close  of  business,  June  26, 
1992.  The  request  must  include  the  name 
and  address  of  the  person  wishing  to 
appear,  the  capacity  in  which  the 
appearance  will  be  made,  a  short 
summary  of  the  intended  presentation, 
and  an  estimate  of  the  amount  of  time 
needed.  Disabled  individuals  wishing  to 
attend  should  contact  Mr.  Thomas  Hall 
to  obtain  appropriate  accommodations. 
Individuals  or  organizations  wishing  to 
submit  written  statements  should  send  5 
copies  to  the  address  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA'HON  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Thomas  Hall,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Office  of  Information 
and  Consumer  Affairs,  room  N-3647,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20210,  (202)  523-8817. 

Signed  at  Washington.  DC.  this  1st  day  of 
June.  1992. 

Dorothy  L.  Strunk, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13121  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4S10-2$-M 


NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Records  Schedules;  Availability  and 
Request  for  Comments 

agency:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration,  Office  of  Records 
Administration. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of 
proposed  records  schedules;  request  for 
comments. 

summary:  The  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  (NARA) 
publishes  notice  at  least  once  monthly 
of  certain  Federal  agency  requests  for 
records  disposition  authority  (records 
schedules).  Records  schedules  identify 
records  of  sufHcient  value  to  warrant 
preservation  in  the  Naitonal  Archives  of 
the  United  States.  Schedules  also 
authorize  agenices  after  a  specified 
period  to  dispose  or  records  lacking 
administrative,  legal,  research,  or  other 
value.  Notice  is  published  for  records 
schedules  that  (1)  propose  the 
destruction  of  records  not  previously 
authorized  for  disposal,  or  (2)  reduce  the 
retention  period  for  records  already 
authorized  for  disposal.  NARA  invites 
public  comments  on  such  schedules,  as 
required  by  44  U.S.C  3303a(a). 
date:  Request  for  copies  must  be 
received  in  writing  on  or  before  July  20, 
1992.  Once  the  appraisal  of  the  records 
is  completed,  NARA  will  send  a  copy  of 
the  schedule.  The  requester  will  be 
given  30  days  to  submit  comments. 
ADDRESSES:  Address  requests  for  single 
copies  of  schedules  identified  in  this 
notice  to  the  Records  Appraisal  and 
Disposition  Division  (NIR),  National 
Archives  and  Records  Administration, 
Washington,  DC  20408.  Requester  must 
cite  the  control  number  assigned  to  each 
schedule  when  requesting  a  copy.  The 
control  number  appears  in  the 
parentheses  immediately  after  the  name 
of  the  requesting  agency. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Each 
year  U.S.  Government  agencies  create 
billions  of  records  on  paper,  film, 
magnetic  tape,  and  other  media.  In  order 
to  control  this  accumulation,  agency 
records  managers  prepare  records 
schedules  specifying  when  the  agency 
no  longer  needs  the  records  and  what 
happens  to  the  records  after  this  period. 
Some  schedules  are  comprehensive  and 
cover  all  the  records  of  an  agency  or  one 
of  its  major  subdivisions.  These 
comprehensive  schedules  provide  for 
the  eventual  transfer  to  the  National 
Archives  of  historically  valuable  records 
and  authorize  the  disposal  of  all  other 
records.  Most  schedules,  however,  cover 
records  of  only  one  office  or  program  or 
a  few  series  of  records,  and  many  are 
updates  of  previously  approved 
‘  schedules.  Such  schedules  also  may 
include  records  that  are  designated  for 
permanent  retention. 

Destruction  of  records  requires  the 
approval  of  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States.  This  approval  is  granted  after  a 
thorough  study  of  the  records  that  takes 


into  account  their  administrative  use  by 
the  agency  of  origin,  the  rights  of  the 
Government  and  of  private  persons 
directly  affected  by  the  Government's 
activities,  and  historical  or  other  value. 

This  public  notice  identifies  the 
Federal  agencies  and  their  subdivisions 
requesting  disposition  authority, 
includes  the  control  number  assigned  to 
each  schedule,  and  briefly  describes  the 
records  proposed  for  disposal.  The 
records  schedule  contains  additional 
information  about  the  records  and  their 
disposition.  Further  information  about 
the  disposition  process  will  be  furnished 
to  each  requester. 

Schedules  Pending 

1.  Department  of  the  Air  Force  (Nl- 
AFU-92-23).  Records  of  Special  Honors, 
Trophies  and  Awards  sponsored  by  Air 
Force  and  private  organizations. 

2.  Department  of  Commerce.  National 
Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology, 
(Nl-167-92-2).  Records  of  Malcolm 
Baldridge  National  Quality  Award 
program. 

3.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S. 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-3). 

Supporting  documentation  for  personnel 
retention  studies. 

4.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S. 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-4). 

Facilitative  records  relating  to  rations. 

5.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S. 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-5),  Unit  copy 
of  Marine  Corps  diaries. 

6.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S, 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-6).  Material 
shortages  case  files. 

7.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S. 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-7). 

Facilitative  records  relating  to  value 
engineering  programs. 

8.  Department  of  the  Navy.  U.S. 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU — ^92-8). 
Facilitative  records  relating  to  medical 
and  dental  supplies. 

9.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S. 

Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-9).  Screening 
interviews  of  candidates  for  training 
schools. 

10.  Department  of  the  Navy,  U.S. 
Marine  Corps,  (Nl-NU-92-10). 
Facilitative  records  relating  to  the 
Hometown  Area  Recruiting  Program. 

11.  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs, 
Veterans  Health  Administration  (Nl-15- 
92-3).  Credentialing  and  privileging  files 
for  medical  service  individuals. 

12.  Central  Intelligence  Agency  (Nl- 
263-90-04).  This  CIA  schedule  is 
classified  in  the  interests  of  national 
security  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
12356  and  is  further  exempt  from  public 
disclosure  pursuant  to  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947,  50  U.S.C.  403  (d)(3). 
and  the  CIA  Act  of  1949,  50  U.S.C,  403g. 
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13.  Commission  on  the  Bicentennial  of 
the  United  States  Constitution  (Nl-220- 
92-1).  Routine  and  facilitative 
correspondence  and  other 
documentation,  and  educational  grant 
programs. 

14.  Defense  Civil  Preparedness 
Agency  (Nl-397-91-2).  Duplicative, 
unidentified  and  fragmentary  maps 
depicting  projected  dimatological 
fallout  patterns,  1956-61. 

15.  Farm  Credit  Administration  (Nl- 
103-92-3).  Examination  reference  hies. 

16.  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration  (Nl-64-92-3).  Records 
documenting  service  to  National 
Archives  by  volunteers. 

17.  National  Security  Training 
Commission  (Nl-220-92-6).  Routine  and 
facilitative  records  relating  to  planning 
physical  plant,  and  personnel  matters. 

18.  Office  of  Civil  and  Defense 
Mobilization  (Nl-304-92-1).  General 
administrative  and  mundane  records  of 
the  Office  of  Civil  and  Defense 
Mobilization,  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization,  Federal  Civil  Defense 
Administration  and  Defense  Production 
Administration  1915-63. 

Dated:  May  27. 1992. 

Don  W.  Wilson, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

|FR  Doc.  92-12985  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLMG  CODE  7StS-01-« 


Nixon  Presidential  Historical  Materials; 
Opening  of  Materials 

agency:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  opening  of  materials. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
opening  of  additional  files  from  the 
Nixon  Presidential  materials.  Notice  is 
hereby  give  that,  in  accordance  with 
section  104  of  Title  1  of  the  Presidential 
Recordings  and  Materials  Preservation 
Act  (88  Stat.  1695: 44  U.S.C.  2111  note) 
and  section  1275.42(b)  of  the  Public 
Access  Regulations  implementing  the 
Act  (36  CFR  part  1275),  the  agency  has 
identified,  inventioried,  and  prepared  for 
public  access  integral  file  segments  of 
materials  among  the  Nixon  Presidential 
.materials. 

DATES:  The  National  Archives  intends  to 
make  the  integral  file  segments 
described  in  this  notice  available  to  the 
public  beginning  July  24, 1992.  In 
accordance  with  36  CFR  1275.44,  any 
person  who  believes  it  necessary  to  file 
a  claim  of  legal  right  or  privilege 
concerning  access  to  these  materials 
should  notify  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States  in  writing  of  the  claimed  right, 
privilege,  or  defense  before  July  15, 1992. 


ADDRESSES:  The  materials  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  at  the  National 
Archives’  facility  located  at  845  South 
Picket  Street,  Alexandria,  Virginia. 

Petitions  concerning  access  must  be 
sent  to  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Clarence  F.  Lyons,  Jr.,  Acting  Director, 
Nixon  Presidential  Materials  Staff,  706- 
756-6498. 

SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

integral  file  segments  of  textual 
materials  to  be  opened  consist  of  47.1 
cubic  feet. 

The  White  House  Central  Files  Unit  is 
a  permanent  organization  within  the 
White  House  complex  that  maintains  a 
central  filing  and  retrieval  system  for 
the  records  of  the  President  and  his 
staff.  This  is  the  eighth  of  a  series  of 
openings  of  Central  Files:  the  previous 
openings  were  on  December  1. 1986; 
March  22, 1988;  December  9, 1988;  July 
17, 1989;  December  15, 1989;  August  22, 
1991;  and  February  19, 1992. 

Some  of  the  materials  designated  for 
opening  on  July  24, 1992,  are  from  the 
White  House  Central  Files,  Subject 
Files.  The  Subject  Files  are  based  on  an 
alphanumeric  file  scheme  of  61  primary 
subject  categories.  Listed  below  are  the 
integral  file  segments  fiom  the  White 
House  Central  Files,  Subject  Files  that 
will  be  made  available  to  the  public  on 
July  24, 1992. 


Subject  category 

Volume 

1  (cubic 
leet) 

Federal  Government  (FG): 

FG  231  United  States  Tariff  Commis- 

.6 

FG  249  Commission  on  Alt-Volunteer 

.6 

FG  333  President’s  Committee  on 
Health  Education . 

.3 

Six  integral  file  segments  from  the 
Staff  Member  and  Office  Files  will  also 
be  made  available  to  the  public.  These 
consist  of  materials  that  were 
transferred  to  Central  Files  but  were  not 
incorporated  into  the  Subject  Files. 
Listed  below  are  the  Staff  Member  and 
Office  Files  that  will  be  made  available 
to  the  public  on  July  24, 1992. 


File  group 

Volume 

(cubic 

feet) 

31.2 

3.2 

3.6 

2.0 

Darrell  Trent . 

3.3 

Volume 

File  group 

(cubic 

feet) 

White  House  Conference  on  Aging — . 

2.0 

A  number  of  documents  which  were 
previously  withheld  from  public  access 
have  been  reviewed  and  declassified 
under  the  Mandatory  Review  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  12356  and  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  on- July  24, 
1992. 


Volume  (cubic 
feet) 

Previously  restricted  materials _ 

Less  than  .3. 

Public  access  to  some  of  the  items  in 
the  file  segments  will  be  restricted  as 
outlined  in  36  CFR  1275.50  or  1275.52 
(Public  Access  Regulations). 

Dated;  May  26, 1992. 

Don  W.  WUsooT 
Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.  92-12986  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BiLUNQ  CODE  7S1S-01-W 


NATiONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE 

Meetings 

AGENCY:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
the  Public  Service. 
action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  June  24, 1992, 8:45  a  jn. 
to  4:30  p.m. 

PLACE:  National  Press  Building,  529 14th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Swearing-in  of  Council  Members.  Chairman 
Raymond  Shafer’s  welcome  and  status  of 
Council  report. 

Executive  Director  Curtis’  report. 

Overview  of  Public  Law  101-363. 

Status  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
National  Commission  on  the  Public 
Service. 

National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Public 
Service  (NACPS)  agenda  development. 
NACPS  public  education  plan. 

FY  1993  programs  and  meetings  schedule. 
Council  members’  recommendations. 

Public  Comment. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jane  Riddleberger,  NACPS,  suite  420, 
National  Press  Building,  529 14th  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20045  (202)  724- 
0796. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Public 
Service  was  established  by  Congress  in 
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1990  by  Public  Law  101-363  [H-R.  4872). 
The  C^ncil  will  regularly  assess  the 
state  of  the  Federal  workforce,  sedk  to 
attract  individuals  of  the  highest  caliber 
to  national  public  service  and  promote  a 
better  understanding  of  the  role  of 
Federal  employees  in  implementing 
government  programs  and  policies.  The 
Council  will  also  seek  to  improve  public 
perception  of  Federal  employees,  will 
encourage  efforts  to  build  student 
interest  in  public  service  and  develops 
methods  (w  improving  motivatimi  and 
encouraging  excellence  within  the 
Federal  workforce. 

The  Council  ^all  transmit  to  the 
President  and  each  House  of  die 
Congress  reports  with  preliminary 
findings  within  year  one  and  year  two 
after  the  Council's  first  mating-  Within 
three  years  a  final  report  containii^  a 
detailed  statement  of  findings, 
conclusions  and  recommendations  for 
legislative  or  znlministrative  actions 
shall  be  transmitted. 

Dated:  (une  1. 1992. 
lean  M.  Cortit, 

Executive  Director. 

(re  Doc.  92-13102  Filed  0-3-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  752S-0t-M 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON 
MIGRANT  EDUCATION 

Meeting 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARv:  The  National  CommiMHoo  on 
Migrant  Education  will  hold  its 
eighteenth  meeting  on  Monday,  fune  22. 
1992.  The  Commission  was  established 
by  Public  Law  100-297,  April  28. 1966. 
DATE,  TIME.  AND  PlACE:  Monday.  June 
22, 1992, 8:30  ajiL  to  S:30  p  jn.,  at  the 
Bethesda  Ramada.  8400  Wisconsin 
Avenue.  Bethesda,  MD  20814. 

STATUS:  Open  to  die  public. 
agenda:  Consultant's  briefing  on  the 
chapter  2  (Demographics)  draft  of  the 
Commission's  final  report.  Remainder  of 
time  will  be  devoted  to  discussion  of 
draft  findings  and  recommendations  for 
the  Commission's  final  report. 

FDR  FURTHER  INFDRMATIDN  CDNTACT: 
Elizabeth ).  Skiles  (301)  492-5336, 
National  Commission  on  Migrant 
Education.  8120  Woodmont  Avenue, 
Fifth  Floor.  Bethesda,  Maryland  20814. 
Linda  Chavez, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13060  Filed  6-3-92;  8,45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  S82e-DE-M 


29603 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Special  Emphasis  Panel  In  Networldng 
and  Communicaitiona  Research  and 
Infrastructure;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended],  the  National  Science 
Foundation  annouimes  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in 
Networking  and  Communications 
Research  and  infrastructure. 

Date  and  Time;  June  24-25. 1992;  6:30 
a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

Place:  Room  500-B.  National  Science 
Foundation,  1110  Vermont  Avenue, 

NW.,  Washington,  DC  20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  George  Strawn. 
NSFNET  Program,  National  Science 
Foundation,  room  416,  Washington,  DC 
205S0  (202  357-9n7). 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide 
advice  and  recommendations 
concerning  proposals  submitted  to  NSF 
for  financial  support. 

AgendmTti  review  and  evaluate 
proposals  submitted  for  the  Network 
Information  Services  Managerfs)  for 
NSFNET  and  the  NREN  Project 
Solicitation. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals 
being  reviewed  include  information  of  a 
proprietary  or  confidential  nature, 
including  technical  information: 
financial  data,  such  as  salaries,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
proposals. 

These  matters  are  exempt  under  5 
U.S.C.  552b.  (c)  (4)  and  (6)  of  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-12995  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  75SS-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Documents  Containing  Reporting  or 
Record  Keeping  Requirements:  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (0MB) 
Review 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  OMB  review  of 
infoimation  collection. 

summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  has  recently  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review  the  following  proposal 
for  the  collection  of  information  under 


the  provisions  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.SwC.  chapter  35). 

1.  Type  of  SidjmJssion,  Neir.  Revision, 
or  Extension:  Extension. 

2.  The  Title  of  the  Information 
Collection;  Request  for  Records. 

3.  The  Form  Number  if  Applicable: 
NRC  Form  57. 

4.  How  often  the  Collection  is 
Required:  On  occasion. 

5.  Who  Will  he  Required  or  Asked  to 
Report  individuals  requesting  Pidilic 
Document  Room  (TOR)  documents. 

6.  An  Estimate  of  the  Number  of 
Responses:  45/100  per  year. 

7.  An  Estimate  of  the  Total  Number 
Hours  to  Complete  the  Requirement  or 
Request  750  hours  annually  (4S/)00 
forms  X  /)1666  hr/form)  or  about  1 
minute  per  individual. 

8.  An  Indication  of  Whedter  Section 
3504(h).  Public  Law  9&~511  Applies:  Not 
applicable. 

9.  Abstract  This  form  is  utilized  by 
the  public  in  the  Public  Document  Room 
(PDR)  in  requesting  documents  for  their 
use  at  the  PDR;  this  form  then  serves  as 
a  suspense  slip  on  the  shelf  when  the 
document  is  charged  out  to  a  member  of 
the  public. 

Copies  of  the  submittal  may  be 
inspected  or  obtained  for  a  fM  from  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  Lower 
Level.  2120  L  Street.  NW.,  Washington. 
DC. 

Comments  and  questions  can  be 
directed  by  mail  to  the  C^4B  reviewer 
Ronald  Minsk,  Office  of  Infonnatkm  A 
Regulatoiy  Affairs  (3150-0063).  NEOB- 
3019.  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Comments  can  also  be  communicated 
by  telephone  at  (202  365-3064. 

The  NRC  Clearance  Officer  is  Brenda 
Jo.  Shelton.  (301)  492-8132. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  22  day 
of  May.  1992. 

For  the  Nudear  Regulatory  Commission. 
George  H.  Messenger, 

Acting  Designated,  Senior  Official  for 
Information  Resources  Management 
[FR  Doc.  92-13063  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  TSSO-tVai 


Documonts  ConlMning  Reporting  or 
Recordkeeping  Requirements;  Ctffice 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB) 
Review 

agency:  Nudear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC). 
action:  Notice  of  the  OMB  review  of 
information  collection. 

summary:  The  Nudear  Regulatory 
Commission  has  recently  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review  the  following  proposal 
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for  collection  of  information  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

1.  Type  of  Submission — New. 

Revision,  or  Extension:  Revision. 

2.  The  Title  of  the  Information 
Collection:  10  CFR  parts  2, 40.  70  and  74 
Material  Control  and  Accounting  for 
Uranium  Enrichment  Facilities 
Authorized  to  Produce  Special  Nuclear 
Material  of  Low  Strategic  Significance. 

3.  The  For  Number  if  Applicable:  Not 
applicable. 

4.  How  Often  is  the  Collection 
Required:  Information  on  missing 
uranium  or  unauthorized  production  of 
enriched  uranium  is  estimated  to  be 
collected  at  a  frequency  of  once  per  5 
years. 

5.  Who  Will  be  Required  or  Asked  to 
Report:  Applicants  for  license  or 
licensees  authorized  to  possess 
equipment  capable  of  enriching  uranium 
or  to  operate  an  enrichment  facility  and 
produce,  possess,  or  use  more  than  one 
elective  kilogram  of  special  nuclear 
material  of  low  strategic  significance. 

6.  An  Estimate  of  the  Number  of 
Responses:  0.2. 

7.  An  Estimate  of  the  Number  of 
Hours  Annually  Needed  to  Complete  the 
Requirement  or  Request:  16  hours  (80 
hours  per  response). 

8.  An  Indication  of  Whether  Section 
3504(h),  Public  Law  96-511  Applies: 
Applicable. 

9.  Abstract:  The  final  rule  has  added 
new  requirements  which  would  require 
an  applicant  for  license  or  a  licensee 
authorized  to  possess  equipment 
capable  of  enriching  uranium,  or  operate 
an  enrichment  facility,  and  produce, 
possess,  or  use  more  than  one  effective 
kilogram  of  special  nuclear  material  of 
low  strategic  significance,  to  provide 
information  to  aid  in  the  investigation  of 
missing  uranium,  or  unauthorized 
production  of  enriched  uranium. 

Copies  of  the  submittal  may  be 
inspected  or  obtained  for  a  fee  htim  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room.  2120  L 
Street.  NW.  (Lower  Level).  Washington. 
DC  20555. 

Comments  and  questions  can  be 
directed  by  mail  to  the  0MB  reviewer 
Ronald  Minsk.  OfHce  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs  (3150-0123).  NEOB- 
3019.  Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Comments  can  also  be  submitted  by 
telephone  at  (202)  395-3084. 

The  NRC  Clearance  Officer  is  Brenda 
Jo  Shelton,  (301)  492-8132. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  22nd 
day  of  May.  1992. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
George  H.  Messenger, 

Acting  Designated  Senior  Official  for 
Information  Resources  Management 
[FR  Doc.  92-13064  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  7S90-01-M 

OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND 
TECHNOLOGY  POUCY 

Meeting  of  the  President’s  Council  of 
Advisors  on  Science  and  Technology 

action:  Amended  notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  The  President’s  Council  of 
Advisors  on  Science  and  Technology 
will  meet  on  June  4-5, 1992.  in  the 
Conference  Room,  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality,  722  Jackson 
Place  NW.,  Washington,  DC.,  as 
announced  in  57  FR  21141  (May  18. 

1992).  All  information  in  this  previous 
Federal  Register  Notice  will  remain  the 
same  with  the  exception  of  one  agenda 
'  item  listed  in  the  next  section. 
agenda:  Mr.  Edwin  Mansfield  was 
previously  scheduled  to  make  a 
presentation  on  the  Return  on  R&D 
Investment  during  the  Thursday  morning 
session.  Mr.  Mansfield  will  not  be 
available  to  make  this  presentation. 
Therefore,  during  the  liiursday  morning 
session.  Dr.  Walter  Dowdle  will  make  a 
presentation  on  the  current  status  of 
AIDS  Vaccine  Research.  In  addition.  Dr. 
Roy  Schwitters  will  make  a  presentation 
on  the  current  status  of  the 
Superconducting  Super  Collider. 

All  other  agenda  items,  including 
topics,  time,  place  and  status  of  the 
meetings  will  remain  the  same.  Parties 
requiring  further  information  should 
contact  Ms.  Ann  Barnett,  (202)  395-4692. 

Dated:  May  29, 1992. 

Vickie  V.  Sutton, 

Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  Policy. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13022  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BUXINO  CODE  3170-01-M 

The  President’s  Council  of  Advisors  on 
Science  and  Technology 

action:  Notice  of  public  meetings. 

summary:  The  President’s  Council  of 
Advisors  on  Science  and  Technology 
(PCAST),  will  hold  a  series  of  public 
meetings  around  the  country  over  the 
next  few  months  to  gather  information 
for  its  study  of  research  intensive 
universities  and  their  relationships  with 
the  Federal  government.  These  meetings 
will  be  sponsored  by  PCAST  and  a  host 
institution,  such  as,  various  colleges  and 
universities  nationwide  and  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences. 


The  purpose  of  the  PCAST  public 
meetings  is  primarily  educational.  The 
goal  is  to  utilize  the  information 
gathered  from  the  public  meetings  and 
incorporated  relevant  information  into  a 
report  on  research  intensive  universities 
and  their  relationships  with  the  Federal 
government.  Discussion  topics  are 
expected  to  include  the  following: 

(1)  Capacity  of  research-intensive 
universities  to  fulfill  their  missions  in 
research,  education  and  public  service: 
principal  concerns,  suggested  remedies. 

(2)  Nature  of  the  current  relationship 
between  research-intensive  universities 
and  the  Federal  government;  changes 
occurring  or  in  view;  principal  problems 
or  areas  of  diBiculty;  suggestions  for 
improvement. 

(3)  Key  elements  or  principles  that 
should  characterize  the  relationship 
between  research-intensive  universities 
and  the  Federal  and/or  State 
governments  in  the  coming  years. 

(4)  The  most  pressing  challenges 
confronting  research-intensive 
universities  over  the  next  decade;  role,  if 
any,  for  the  Federal  government. 

(5)  Concerns  regarding  physical 
facilities  for  research:  realistic  needs, 
barriers  (e.g.,  limits  to  campus 
expansion),  role  of  institutions.  States, 
Federal  government  in  Hnancing. 

(6)  Balancing  merit-based  peer  review 
with  other  criteria  for  supporting 
research. 

(7)  General  commitment  expected  of 
the  Federal  government  to  the 
imiversity-base  pool  of  highly  trained 
scientists  and  engineers. 

(8)  The  Federal  government's  role  in 
expanding  the  number  of  university- 
based  women  and  minorities  in  science 
and  engineering. 

The  PCAST  seeks  diverse 
perspectives  from  a  broad  range  of 
individuals  including  students  and 
representatives  from  academia, 
industry,  state  government,  associations 
and  other  interested  parties.  PCAST 
also  welcomes  comments  on  topics 
other  than  those  listed  above.  However, 
the  main  purpose  of  these  public 
meetings  is  to  examine  research  in 
colleges  and  universities,  and  comments 
should  be  directed  toward  this  goal. 
DATES  AND  LOCATIONS:  The  following  is 
a  list  of  dates  and  locations  of  the  public 
meetings: 


Date 

Place 

Host  irrstitution 

6/24/92 

Cambridge,  MA . 

Massachusetts 
Irrstitute  of 
Technology. 

7/15/92 

Berkeley,  CA . 

University  of 
California. 

7/17/92 

Austin,  TX . 

University  of 

Texas. 
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Dcrte 

Place  j 

Host  inStihiSow 
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Chicago,  IL . . 
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The  June  24, 1992,  meeting  at  the 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology 
tn  Cambridge,  MA  will  be  held  in 
building  ESI,  room  329, 70  Memorial 
Drive.  The  building  is  on  the  comer  of 
Wadsworth  and  Amherst  Streets  and 
attendees  should  use  the  entrance  on 
Amherst  Street.  The  meeting  will  begin 
at9  a.m.,  and  is  expected  to  last  until  4 
p.m.  Registration  will  be  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  9  a.m..  as  outlined  in  the  following 
Agenda  Section. 

SpeciHc  locations  for  the  remainder  of 
the  PCAST  meetings  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Regtsto’  once  they  have 
been  determined.  In  addition,  should  it 
become  necessary  to  change  a  specific 
date  or  location  listed  above,  that 
informatitm  will  also  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Agenda:  Each  meeting  will  be 
structured  based  on  the  following 
agenda  schedule: 

8:30  a.m. — ^Arrival  are  Welcome 
9  a.m. — ^Host  institution  welcome 
PCAST  representative  presents  brief 
overview 

9;15  a.m. — ^Presentation;  College/ 
university  administration 
10:15  a.m. — Presentation:  College/ 
university  faculty 
11:30  a.m.— Presentation:  College/ 
university  students  (graduate/ 
undergraduate) 

12:30  p.m. — Lunch 

1:30  p.m. — Presentation;  Industiy/state 
government 

2:30  p.m. — Presentation:  Public  input 
3:30  p.m. — ^Wrap-up/Closing  remarks 
The  PCAST  members  will  attempt  to 
adhere  to  this  schedule  at  each  public 
meeting  site.  However,  presentation 
times  may  be  shortened  or  lengthened 
depending  on  interest  expressed  by  each 
group  at  each  public  meeting  site. 

How  to  Register.  To  register  to  attend 
any  of  the  meetings,  contact  Ms.  Alicia 
Tenuta,  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  Policy.  744  Jackson  Place, 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20506  at  (202) 
395-4892,  fax  number  (202)  39S-S07B. 
Advance  registration  is  desirable  for 
those  who  wish  to  make  oral 
presentations.  On-site  registration  will 
also  be  held  on  the  days  of  the  meeting 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  9  a.m.  There  is  no 
registration  fee. 

Oral  Presentationr.  Individuals  or 
representatives  of  organisations  are 


encouraged  to  make  oral  presentations 
and/or  to  submit  written  statements  to 
the  PCAST  for  its  study. 

An  individual  or  representative  of  an 
organization  wishing  to  make  an  ora! 
presentation  (limited  to  5  minutes) 
should  submit  his  or  her  name,  position, 
affiliation,  phone  and  fax  numbers, 
address,  and  the  general  topic  area  of 
the  comments  to  Alicia  Tenuta  at  die 
above  address  or  fax  no  later  dian  tO 
days  prior  to  each  meeting  date. 

Written  Comments:  Written 
comments  are  also  encouraged, 
especially  for  those  who  are  not  able  to 
attend  a  public  meeting.  Written 
comments  should  be  no  more  dian  10 
pages  in  lengdi,  typed  and  double 
spaced.  It  would  be  most  helpful  if 
comments  are  received  as  soon  as 
possible,  but  PCAST  will  accept  input 
until  August  1, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ms.  Alicia  Tenuta  at  the  above  address 
and  phone  number. 

Dated:  May  29. 1992 
Vickie  V.  Sutton, 

Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  Policy, 

|FR  Doc.  92-13021  Filed  8-3-92;  8:45  am) 
B1U.INO  CODE  3170-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  THE  UNTTEO  STATES 
TRADE  REPRESENTATIVE 

(Docket  No.  301-89] 

Initiation  of  Section  302  Investigation 
and  Request  for  Public  Conunent 
Intellectual  Property  Acte,  PoUdee, 
and  Practices  on  Taiwan 

agency:  Office  of  the  United  States 
Trade  Representative. 
action:  Notice  of  initiation  of 
investigation  pursuant  to  section 
302(b)(2)(A)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended;  request  for  written  comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  United  States  Trade 
Representative  (USIR)  has  initiated  an 
investigation  pursuant  to  section 
302(b)(2)(A)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended  (the  Trade  Act),  with  respect 
to  certain  acts,  policies  and  practices  of 
the  authorities  on  Taiwan  that  deny 
adequate  and  effective  protection  of 
intellectual  property  rights.  USTR 
invites  written  comments  from  the 
public  concerning  the  matters  being 
investigated. 

DATES:  This  investigation  was  initiated 
on  May  29, 1992.  Written  comments  from 
the  public  are  due  on  or  before  12d)0 
noon.  Monday,  July  8. 1992. 

FOR  FlNtTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Laura  Kneale  Anderson,  Director  for 
Taiwan.  (202)  395-8613;  Emery  Simon. 
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Deputy  Assistant  USTR  for  Intellectual 
Property  (202)  395-8884;  or  Catherine 
Field,  Associate  General  Counsel,  (202) 
395-3432,  Office  of  the  United  States 
Trade  Representative. 

SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
lB2(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.a  2242) 
requires  the  USTR  to  identify  trading 
partners  that  deny  adequate  and 
elective  protection  or  enforcement  of 
intellectual  property  rights  or  that  deny 
fair  and  equitable  market  access  to  U.S. 
persons  that  rely  on  intellectual  property 
protection.  Accordingly,  on  April  29, 
1992,  the  USTR  identified  Taiwan  as  a 
“priority  foreign  country"  under  that 
provision.  In  identifying  Taiwan  as  a 
“priority  foreign  country."  the  USTR 
noted  deficiencies  in  that  trading 
partner’s  intellectual  property  acts, 
policies,  and  practices  with  respect  to: 

(1)  Effective  enforcement  of  intellectual 
property  rights,  in  particular,  the  grant  of 
effective  remedies  against  infringement 
of  copyright  and  trademarks;  (2)  the  high 
level  of  exports  worldwide  of  goods 
from  Taiwan  that  infringe  intellectual 
property  rights;  and  (3)  the  level  of 
protection  provided  under  laws  and 
agreements  for  owners  oi  U.S.  patents, 
copyrights,  trade  secrets,  layout  designs 
of  integrated  circuits,  and  industrial 
designs. 

Investigation  and  Constdtations 

Section  302(b)(2)(A)  of  the  Trade  Act 
requires  the  USIR  to  initiate  an 
investigation  of  any  act  policy,  or 
practice  that  was  the  basis  of  the 
identification  of  a  country  as  a  priority 
foreign  country  under  the  provisions  of 
section  182(aK2)  of  the  Trade  Act  to 
determine  wither  such  act  policy,  or 
practice  is  actionable  under  section  301 
of  the  Trade  Act 

Pursuant  to  section  303(a)  of  the  Trade 
Act  the  USTR  has  requested 
consultations  with  representatives  of  the 
authorities  on  Taiwan  concerning  the 
issues  under  investigation.  USTR  will 
seek  information  and  advice  from  the 
appropriate  committees  provided  for 
under  section  135  of  the  Trade  Act  in 
preparing  presentations  for  such  . 
consultations. 

Within  six  months  after  the  date  on 
which  this  investigation  was  initiated 
(/.e.,  on  or  before  November  29, 1992), 
pursuant  to  section  304  of  the  Trade  Act. 
the  USIR  must  determine,  on  the  basis 
of  the  investigation  and  the 
consultations,  whether  any  act  policy, 
or  practice  described  in  section  301  of 
the  Trade  Act  exists  and.  if  that 
determination  is  affirmative,  determine 
what  action,  if  any.  to  take  under 
section  301  of  the  T^de  Act.  The 
deadline  for  making  these 
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determinations  may,  however,  be 
extended  to  nine  months  after  the  date 
of  initiation  of  this  investigation  if  the 
USTR  determines  that  complex  or 
complicated  issues  are  involved  in  the 
investigation  that  require  additional 
time,  that  the  authorities  on  Taiwan  are 
making  substantial  progress  in  drafting 
or  implementing  legislative  or 
administrative  measures  that  will 
provide  adequate  and  effective 
protection  of  intellectual  property  rights, 
or  that  the  authorities  on  Taiwan  are 
undertaking  enforcement  measures  to 
provide  adequate  and  effective 
protection  of  intellectual  property  rights. 

Requirements  for  Submissions 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  concerning  the 
acts,  policies  and  practices  of  the 
authorities  on  Taiwan  that  are  the 
subject  of  this  investigation;  the  amount 
of  burden  or  restriction  on  U.S. 
commerce  caused  by  these  acts,  policies 
and  practices;  and  the  determinations 
required  under  section  304  of  the  Trade 
Act. 

Comments  must  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  the  re  juirements  set 
forth  in  15  CFR  2006.8(b)  (55  FR  20593) 
and  are  due  no  later  than  12  noon, 
Monday,  July  6, 1992.  Comments  must  be 
in  English  and  provided  in  twenty  copies 
to;  Chairman,  Section  301  Committee, 
room  223,  USTR,  600 17th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20506. 

Comments  will  be  placed  in  a  file 
(Docket  301-89)  open  to  public 
inspection  pursuant  to  15  CFR  2006.13, 
except  confidential  business  information 
exempt  from  public  inspection  in 
accordance  with  15  CFR  2006.15. 
Confidential  business  information 
submitted  in  accordance  with  15  CFR 
2006.15  must  be  clearly  marked 
"Business  Confidential"  in  a  contrasting 
color  ink  at  the  top  of  each  page  on  each 
of  20  copies,  and  must  be  accompanied 
by  a  nonconfidential  summary  of  the 
confidential  information.  The 
nonconfidential  summary  shall  be 
placed  in  the  docket  which  is  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Jeanne  E.  Davidson, 

Chairman,  Section  301  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13125  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3190-01-M 


THE  PRESIDENTIAL  COMMISSION  ON 
THE  ASSIGNMENT  OF  WOMEN  IN  THE 
ARMED  FORCES 

Meeting 

Summary.  This  15  member 
Commission  will  hear  2  days  of 
testimony  from  military  services  and 


civilians  on  policies  jiertaining  to  the 
Assignment  of  Women  in  the  Military. 
Additionally,  time  will  be  available  at 
hearings  for  the  Commission’s  four  Fact 
Finding  Panels  who  will  meet  to  discuss: 

1.  Foreign  Military  and  Domestic  Law 
Enforcement  Agency  Experience; 

2.  Equipment  Facilities, 
Accommodations; 

3.  The  Conscription  Environment,  and 
the  Effects  of  Changes  in  Combat 
Exclusion  Restrictions  on  Career 
Opportimities,  Recruitment,  Retention. 

Dates:  Monday,  June  8th  and  Tuesday, 
June  9th,  8  a.m.  to  6  p.m. 

Address:  Embassy  Suites  Hotel,  1250 
22ND  Street,  NW.,  Rooms:  Diplomat/ 
Consulate,  Washington,  DC  20037, 
(202)857-3388. 

Status:  Open. 

Contact:  Magee  Whelan  or  Kevin  K. 
Kirk  (202)  376-6905. 

W.  S.  On. 

Staff  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  92-12997  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  6820-CO-M 


PROSPECTIVE  PAYMENT 
ASSESSMENT  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Prospective  Payment  Assessment 
Commission  on  Tuesday,  June  16, 1992, 
at  the  Madison  Hotel,  15th  &  M  streets. 
Northwest,  Washington,  DC. 

The  full  commission  will  convene  at  9 
a.m.  in  executive  chambers  1, 2  and  3. 
All  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
Donald  A.  Young, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13074  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  6820-BW-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Rel.  No.  IC-18735;  811-5504] 

Mills  Value  Fund,  Inc.;  Notice  of 
Application  for  Deregistration 

May  28, 1992. 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (“SEC’). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Application  for 
Deregistration  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (the  "Act”). 

applicant:  Mills  Value  Fund,  Inc.  (the 
"Fund”). 

RELEVANT  ACT  SECTION:  Section  8(f). 
SUMMARY  OF  APPUCATION:  Applicant 
seeks  an  order  declaring  that  it  has 
ceased  to  be  an  investment  company. 


FILING  d.LTE:  The  application  was  filed 
on  March  25, 1992  and  amended  on  May 

22. 1992. 

HEARING  OR  NOTIFICATION  OF  HEARING: 

An  order  granting  the  application  will  be 
issued  unless  the  SEC  orders  a  hearing. 
Interested  persons  may  request  a 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary  and  serving  applicant  with  a 
copy  of  ^e  request,  personally  or  by 
mail.  Hearing  requests  should  be 
received  by  Uie  SEC  by  5:30  p.m.  on  June 

22. 1992,  and  should  be  accompanied  by 
proof  of  service  on  the  applicant,  in  the 
form  of  an  affidavit  or,  for  lawyers,  a 
certificate  of  service.  Hearing  requests 
should  state  the  nature  of  the  writer’s 
interest,  the  reason  for  the  request,  and 
the  issues  contested.  Persons  who  wish 
to  be  notified  of  a  hearing  may  request 
notification  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary. 

ADDRESSES:  Secretary,  SEC,  450  Fifth 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549. 
Applicant,  1108  East  Main  Street, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23219. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marc  Duffy,  Staff  Attorney,  (202)  272- 
2511,  or  C.  David  Messman,  Branch 
Chief,  (202)  272-3018  (Division  of 
Investment  Management,  Office  of 
Investment  Company  Regulation). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  is  a  summary  of  the 
application.  The  complete  application 
may  be  obtained  for  a  fee  from  the 
SEC’s  Public  Reference  Branch. 

Applicant’s  Representations 

1.  The  fund  is  an  open-end  diversified 
management  company  incorporated 
under  Virginia  law.  Anderson  & 
Strudwick  is  the  Fund’s  principal 
underwriter  and  sponsor  (the 
"Sponsor").  On  March  18, 1988,  the  Fund 
registered  under  the  Act  by  filling  a 
Notification  of  Registration  pursuant  to 
section  8(a).  On  this  same  date,  the  Fund 
filed  a  registration  statement  on  Form 
N-lA.  pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  the 
Act,  and  registered  an  indefinite  number 
of  shares  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933.  The  registration  statement  was 
declared  effective  on  July  29. 1988,  and 
the  Fund's  initial  public  offering 
commenced  on  August  19, 1988. 

2.  On  October  22, 1991,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Fund  recommended  that 
a  plan  of  dissolution  and  liquidation  (the 
"Plan")  be  submitted  to  the  shareholders 
of  the  Fund.  On  December  2, 1991,  proxy 
materials  relating  to  the  Plan  were  filed 
with  the  SEC.  At  a  special  meeting  held 
on  December  27, 1991,  73%  of  the  shares 
outstanding  voted  in  favor  of  the  Plan. 

3.  On  December  27, 1991,  the  Fund 
made  liquidating  distributions  to  its 
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shareholders.  Each  shareholder,  other 
than  the  Sponsor,  received  a  distribution 
in  an  amount  equal  to  such 
shareholder's  pro  rata  portion  of  the  net 
assets  of  the  Fund.  The  Fund's 
shareholders,  other  than  the  Sponsor, 
received  $11.26  per  share. 

4.  The  Fund's  organizational  expenses 
were  being  deferred  and  amortized  on  a 
straight  line  basis  over  60  months.  At 
the  time  of  liquidation,  the  Fund  had 
remaining  unamortized  organizational 
expenses  of  $31,666.86.  Because  the 
Sponsor  bore  the  Fund's  unamortized 
organizational  expenses,  it  received  a  • 
liquidating  distribution  of  $3.53  per 
share. 

5.  Expenses  in  the  amount  of 
$18,440.68  were  incurred  in  connection 
with  the  liquidation  and  dissolution  of 
the  Fund.  The  Fund's  investment 
adviser.  Mill  Value  Advisers,  Inc.,  bore 
these  expenses. 

6.  At  the  time  of  filing  of  the 
application,  the  Fund  had  no 
shareholders,  assets,  or  liabilities.  The 
Fund  is  not  a  party  to  any  litigation  or 
administrative  proceedings.  The  Fund  is 
not  engaged,  nor  does  it  propose  to 
engage,  in  any  business  activities  other 
than  those  necessary  for  the  winding  up 
of  its  affairs. 

For  the  SEC  by  the  Division  of  Investment 
Management,  under  delegated  authority. 
Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13005  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am| 
BtLLING  CODE  801IH>1-M 


announced  locations.  In  addition, 
applications  for  economic  injury  loans 
from  small  businesses  located  in  the 
contiguous  Counties  of  Allegheny, 
Appomattox,  Bath,  Bland,  Buckingham. 
Campbell,  Clarke,  Culpeper,  Fauquier, 
Fluvanna,  Frederick,  Giles,  Grayson, 
Henry,  Highland,  Louisa,  Madison, 
Orange,  Pittsylvania,  Shenandoah,  and 
Wythe,  and  the  Cities  of  Bedford, 
Charlottesville,  Galax,  Harrisonburg, 
Lexington,  Lynchburg,  Radford, 
Staunton,  and  Waynesboro  in  the  State 
of  Virginia;  Hardy,  Monroe,  and 
Pendleton  Counties  in  the  State  of  West 
Virginia;  and  Rockingham,  Stokes,  and 
Surry  Counties  in  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  may  be  tiled  until  the  specitied 
date  at  the  above  location. 

The  interest  rates  are: 

fiTirnl 


For  physical  damage: 

Homeowners  with  credit  available 

elsewhere . . .  8.000 

Homeowners  without  credit  available 

elsewhere .  4.000 

Businesses  with  credit  available  else¬ 
where  .  6.500 

Businesses  and  non-probt  organizations 
without  credit  available  elsewhere .......  4.000 

Others  (including  non-proFit  organiza¬ 
tions)  with  credit  available  else¬ 
where  .  8.500 

For  economic  injury: 

Businesses  and  small  agricultural  coop¬ 
eratives  without  credit  available 
elsewhere .  4.000 


The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  256106  and  for 
economic  injury  the  numbers  are  762800 
for  Virginia;  783000  for  West  Virginia: 
and  763100  for  North  Carolina. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59(X)2  and  59008) 

Dated;  May  26. 1992. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc  92-13088  Filed  6-3-92:  8:45  am| 
BILUNG  CODE  SOSS-OI-M 


(UcenM  Na  02/02-5467] 

Yusa  Capital  Corp,;  Surrender  of 
License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  107.105  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (SBA)  Rules  and 
Regulations  governing  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies  (13  CFR  107.105 
(1992)),  Yusa  Capital  Corporation,  622 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10012, 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  New  York  has  surrendered  its  license. 
No.  02/02-5467  issued  by  the  SBA  on 
July  31, 1984. 


Yusa  Capital  Corporation  has 
complied  with  all  conditions  s^  forth  by 
SBA  for  surrender  of  its  license. 
Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested  by 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to  the 
above-cited  Regulation,  the  license  of 
Yusa  Capital  Corporation  is  hereby 
accepted  and  it  is  no  longer  licensed  to 
operate  as  a  Small  Business  Investment 
Company. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011.  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  May  2. 1992. 

Wayne  S.  Foren, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Investment 
(FR  Doc.  92-1308f Filed  6-3-91;  8:45  am) 
B4LUNG  CODE  t02S-01-M 


Region  I  Advisory  Council;  Public 
Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Region  I  Advisory 
Council,  located  in  the  geographical  area 
of  Hartford,  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
at  8:30  a.m.  on  Monday,  July  13. 1992  at 
the  Days  Inn,  900  East  Main  Street, 
Meriden,  Connecticut,  to  discuss  such 
matters  as  may  be  presented  by 
members,  staff  of  the  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  or  others 
present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Carol  A,  White,  District  Director,  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  330 
Main  Street,  Hartford.  Connecticut 
06106,  (203)  240-4670. 

Dated:  May  26, 1992. 

Caroline  ).  Beeson, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13084  Filed  6-3-92: 8:45  am| 
BtUJNG  CODE  S02S-0t-M 


(Delegation  of  Authority  No.  12-A  (Revision 
5;  Amdt  1)| 

Delegation  of  Authority;  Redelegation 
of  Financial  Assistance 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  12-A 
(Revision  5)  (56  FR  55147  October  24, 
1991)  is  hereby  amended  by  Delegation 
of  Authority  No.  12-A  (Revision  5; 
Amendment  1).  This  amendment 
delegates  authority  from  the 
Administrator  to  certain  SBA  personnel 
to  conduct  a  Microloan  Demonstration 
Program  as  added  to  the  Small  Business 
Act  by  Public  Law  102-140,  the 
Commerce,  Justice,  and  State,  the 
Judiciary,  and  Related  Agencies 
Appropriations  Act  of  1991.  Specifically. 
Public  Law  102-140  added  a  new 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  /f2561] 

Virginia;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President's  major 
disaster  declaration  on  May  19. 1992, 1 
find  that  the  Counties  of  Albermarle, 
Amherst  Augusta,  Bedford.  Botetourt. 
Carroll,  Craig,  Floyd.  Franklin,  Greene, 
Montgomery,  Nelson,  Page,  Patrick. 
Pulaski.  Rappahannock,  Roanoke, 
Rockbridge,  Rockingham,  and  Warren, 
and  the  Cities  of  Buena  Vista,  Roanoke, 
and  Salem  in  the  State  of  Virginia 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damages  caused  by  severe  storms  and 
flooding  on  April  21-22, 1992. 
Applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  may  be  filed  until  the  close  of 
business  on  July  17, 1992,  and  for  loans 
for  economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  February  19, 1993,  at  the 
address  listed  below:  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  Disaster  Area 
2  Office,  One  Baltimore  Place,  suite  300, 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30308,  or  other  locally 
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subsection  (m)  to  section  7  of  the  Small 
Business  Act,  15  U.S.C  S36(m).  which 
established  a  program  by  which  SBA 
would  make  direct  loans  to 
intermediaries  who  will  use  the 
proceeds  to  make  microloans  to  startup, 
newly  established,  or  growing  small 
business  concerns.  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  12-A  (Revision  5; 
Amendment  1)  reads  as  follows: 

1.  Regarding  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Financial  Assistance:  on  page  55148,  in 
the  third  column,  paragraphs  I.A.6.  and 
7.  are  redesignated  as  paragraphs  IJV.7. 
and  8.,  and  a  new  paragraph  I.A.6.  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  action  of  the 
Administrator.  Small  Business 
Administrator,  dated  February  12. 1990, 
the  following  authority  is  hereby 
delegated  to  the  specific  positions 
designated  herein  as  follows: 

A.  To  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Financial  Assistance  as  follows: 

*  «  ♦  *  * 

6.  Microloan  Demonstration  Program 

a.  To  take  any  and  all  actions 
involved  in  approval  or  decline  of 
applications  of  entities  seeking  to  be 
intermediaries  in  the  Microioan 
Demonstration  Program  pursuant  to 
section  7(m)  of  the  Small  Business  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  636(m). 

b.  To  take  any  and  all  actions 
involved  in  the  approval  or  decline  of 
applications  for  a  direct  loan  by 
intermediaries  approved  to  participate 
in  the  Microloan  Demonstration 
Program,  the  proceeds  of  which  are  to 
be  used  to  make  microloans  to  qualified 
small  business  concerns,  including 
reconsideration  thereof;  and  to  execute 
authorizations  and  modifications 
pertaining  to  such  direct  loans. 

c.  To  take  any  other  actions  necessary 
to  implement  the  Microloan 
Demonstration  Program  as  set  forth  in 
section  7(m)  of  the  Small  Business  Act, 
15  U.S.C  636(m]  and  the  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  See  13  CFR 
121.61. 

***** 

2.  Regarding  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Financing:  on 
page  55149,  in  the  first  column, 
paragraph  I.B.4.  is  redesignated  as 
paragraph  1.B.5m  and  a  new  paragraph 
I.B.4.  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  action  of  the 
Administrator,  Small  Business 
Administrator,  dated  February  12, 1990, 
the  following  authority  is  hereby 
delegated  to  the  specific  positions 
designated  herein  as  follows: 
***** 


B.  To  the  Director,  Office  of  Financing 
as  follows: 

***** 

4.  Microloan  Demonstration  Program 

a.  To  take  any  and  all  actions 
involved  in  approval  or  decline  of 
applications  of  entities  seeking  to  be 
intermediaries  in  the  Microloan 
Demonstration  Program  pursuant  to 
section  7(m)  of  the  Small  Business  Act, 
15  U.S.C  636(m). 

b.  To  take  any  and  all  actions 
involved  in  the  approval  or  decline  of 
applications  for  a  direct  loan  by 
intermediaries  approved  to  participate 
in  the  Microloan  Demonstration 
Program,  the  proceeds  of  which  are  to 
be  used  to  make  microloans  to  qualified 
small  business  concerns,  including 
reconsideration  thereof;  and  to  execute 
authorizations  and  modiHcations 
pertaining  to  such  direct  loans. 

c.  To  take  any  other  actions  necessary 
to  implement  the  Microloan 
Demonstration  Program  as  set  forth  in 
section  7(m]  of  the  Small  Business  Act, 
15  U.S.C  636(m]  and  the  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  See  13  CFR 
121.61. 

***** 

Dated;  May  18. 1992. 

Patricia  Saiki, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  92-13085  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  S02S-01-M 


(License  No.  02/02-5286] 

EQUICO  Capital  Corp.;  Transfer  of 
Ownership  and  Control  of  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 
License 

On  April  16, 1992,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (57  FR 
92-8812)  stating  that  an  application  has 
been  Hied  by  EQUICO  Capital 
Corporation,  135  West  50th  Street,  suite 
1170,  New  York,  New  York  10020,  with 
the  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA)  pursuant  to  §  107.102  of  the 
Regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (23  CFR  107.102 
(1992))  for  a  Transfer  of  Ownership  and 
Control  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Company  License. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
close  of  business  May  1, 1992  to  submit 
their  comments  to  SBA.  No  comments 
were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  301(d)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  information,  SBA 
approved  the  Transfer  of  Ownership 
and  Control  of  EQUICO  Capital 


Corporation,  on  May  14, 1992.  Upon  the 
change  of  Ownership  and  Control, 
EQUICO  Capital  Corporation  will 
change  its  name  to  T^  Ventures,  Inc. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  May  21, 1992. 

Wayne  S.  Foren, 

Associate  Administrator  for  investment. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13086  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  S02S-41-W 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Bureau  of  Consular  Affairs 
(Public  Notic*  633) 

Certain  Foreign  Passports  Validity 

Under  the  provisions  of  212(a)(7)(B), 
formerly  212(a)(26),  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  a  nonimmigrant 
alien  who  makes  application  for  a  visa 
or  for  admission  into  the  United  States 
is  required  to  possess  a  passport  which 
is;  (1)  Valid  for  a  minimum  period  of  six 
months  from  the  date  of  expiration  of 
the  initial  period  of  the  alien’s  admission 
into  the  United  States  or  his  or  her 
contemplated  initial  period  of  stay  and 
(2)  authorizes  the  alien  to  return  to  the 
country  from  which  he  or  she  came  or  to 
proceed  to  and  enter  some  other  country 
during  such  period.  Because  of  the 
foregoing  requirement,  certain  foreign 
governments  have  entered  into 
agreements  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  whereby  their  passports 
are  recognized  as  valid  for  the  return  of 
the  bearer  to  the  country  of  the  foreign 
issuing  authority  for  a  period  of  six 
months  beyond  the  expiration  date 
speciHed  in  the  passport.  These 
arrangements  have  the  effect  of 
extending  the  validity  period  of  the 
foreign  passport  an  additional  six 
mon^s  notwithstanding  the  expiration 
date  indicated  in  the  passport. 

This  Public  Notice  advises  the  public 
that  Suriname  is  now  among  those 
countries  which  have  concluded  such 
agreements. 

The  following  governments  have 
concluded  agreements  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States: 

Algeria 

Antigua  and  Barbuda 
Australia 

Austria  (Reisepass  only) 

Bahamas.  The 

Bangladesh  (travel  permits  and  passports) 

Beligum 

Bolivia 

Brazil 

Canada 

Chile 
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Colombia 
Cost  Rica 
Cote  d'Ivoire 
Cuba 
Cyprus 
Denmark 

Dominican  Republic 

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El  Salvador  ' 

Ehtiopia 

Finland 

France 

Germany 

Greece 

Grenada 

Guatemala 

Guinea 

Guyana 

Honduras 

Hong  Kong  (Certificates  of  Identity  and 
passports) 

Iceland 

India 

Iran 

Ireland 

Israel 

Italy 

Jamaica 

japan 

Jordan 

Korea 

Kuwait 

Laos 

Lebanon 

Libya 

Liechtenstein 

Luxembourg 

Madagascar 

Malaysia 

Malta 

Mauritius 

Mexico 

Monaco 

Morocco 

Netherlands 

New  Zealand 

Nicaragua  (diplomatic  and  official  passports 
only) 

Nigeria 

Norway 

Pakistan 

Panama 

Paraguay 

Peru 

Philippines 

Poland 

Portugal 

Qatar 

St.  Kitts  and  Nevis 
St.  Lucia 

St.  Vincent  and  the  Grenadines 

Senegal 

Singapore 

Soviet  Union  (USSR)  (Seamen  only) 

Spain 

Sri  Lanka 

Sudan 

Suriname 

Sweden 

Switzerland 

Syria 

Thailand 

Trinidad  and  Tobago 

Tunisia 

Turkey 


United  Arab  Emirates 
United  Kingdom 
Uruguay 
Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

In  addition,  travel  documents  issued 
by  the  Government  of  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  are 
considered  to  be  valid  for  the  return  of 
the  bearer  to  the  Trust  Territory  for  a 
period  of  six  months  beyond  the 
expiration  date  specified  therein. 

Public  Notice  954  of  February  26, 1986 
issued  at  51  FR  6853  is  hereby 
superseded. 

Dated:  May  22. 1992. 

Elizabeth  M.  Tamposi, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Consular  Affairs, 

(FR  Doc.  92-13112  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNG  CODE  4710-06-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Airway  Science  Grant  Proposals 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  closing  date  for 
notice  of  solicitation  for  airway  science 
grant  proposals. 

SUMMARY:  The  solicitation  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (57  FR  9586,  March 
19, 1992]  represents  a  continuation  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration’s  AWS 
Grant  Program.  'The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  is  authorized  by 
Public  Laws  101-516  and  102-143  to 
solicit  competitive  proposals  for  Airway 
Science  (AWS)  grants  from  accredited  4- 
year  public  or  nonprofit  private  colleges 
and  universities  with  recognized  FAA 
AWS  Curriculum  programs.  The  FAA 
expects  to  award  most,  if  not  all,  of  an 
available  $5,036,384  in  the  form  of 
grants,  to  a  select  number  of  these 
recognized  institutions.  A  portion  of  the 
available  funds  will  be  awarded  to 
eligible  minority  institutions  with 
recognized  AWS  curricula.  Awards 
typically  will  range  from  $100,000  to  a 
maximum  of  $300,000.  In  no  event  shall 
the  total  Federal  share  of  any  AWS 
project  exceed  50%  of  the  cost  of  the 
project. 

The  grant  funds  may  be  used  for  the 
purchase,  lease  with  intent  to  purchase, 
or  construction  of  academic  buildings 
and  associated  facilities  to  be  used  in 
support  of  an  FAA  recognized  AWS 
curriculum.  In  addition,  grant  funds  may 
be  used  for  nonexpendable  instructional 
materials  or  instructional  equipment  to 
be  used  in  the  actual  teaching  of  the 
AWS  curriculum.  No  federal  grant  funds 
shall  be  used  for  salaries,  operating 


expenses,  research  and  development,  < 
travel,  consultant  fees,  indirect  costs, 
office  supplies  or  other  expendable 
items,  automobiles,  aircrah, 
maintenance  agreements,  printing  costs, 
promotional  and  marketing  materials  or 
equipment,  general  purpose  parking  lots, 
land,  commercial  airport  facilities, 
taxiways,  runways,  or  any  projsct  in 
support  of  a  commercial  activity. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA-DON  CONTACT: 
Virginia  Hancock  Krohn,  Manager, 
Airway  Science  Grant  Program.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Training  and  Higher  Education,  AHT-30, 
room  PL-100,  400  7th  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590,  Telephone:  (202) 
366-7003. 

Closing  Date 

The  closing  date  is  extended  to  July 
31. 1992. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.,  May  26. 1992. 
Belinda  R.  Zamer, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Training  and 
Higher  Education. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13070  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC); 
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton 
International  Airport,  PA 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT, 
action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Rule  on 
Application. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule 
and  invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  a  PFC  at 
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton 
International  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L  101-508)  and  part 
158  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  6, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  the  FAA  at  the  following 
address:  Harrisburg  Airports  District 
Office,  3911  Hartzdale  Dr.,  suite  1,  Camp 
Hill.  PA  17011. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Raymond  D. 
Anderson,  A.A.E..  Director  of  Finance  of 
the  Lehigh-Northampton  Airport 
Authority  at  the  following  address:  3311 
Airport  Road,  Allentown,  PA  18103. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comment 
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previously  provided  to  the  Leh«gh- 
Northampton  Airport  Authority  under 
§  158.23  of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 

L.W.  Walsh,  Manager  Harrisburg 
Airports  District  Office,  3911  Hartzdale 
Dr.,  suite  1,  Camp  Hill,  PA  17011.  717- 
782-4548.  The  application  may  be 
reviewed  in  person  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose  a 
PFC  at  Allentown-^thlehem-Easton 
International  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L  101-508)  and  part 
158  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  part  158). 

On  May  19, 1992,  the  FAA  determined 
that  the  application  to  impose  a  PFC 
submitted  by  Lehigh-Northampton 
Airport  Authority  was  substantially 
complete  within  the  requirements  of 
§  158.25  of  part  158.  The  FAA  will 
approve  or  disapprove  the  application, 
in  whole  or  in  pari,  no  later  than  August 
28, 1992. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00. 
Proposed  charge  effective  date:  October 
1. 1992. 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date:  March 
31, 1995. 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue:  $3,778,111. 

Brief  description  of  proposed 
project(s): 

— Preliminary  Design  of  Passenger 
Terminal  Building. 

— Design  of  Passenger  Terminal 
Building. 

— Expand  Passenger  Terminal  Building. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 
the  public  agency  has  requested  not  be 
required  to  collect  PFCs:  Air-Taxi/ 
Commercial  operators  filing  FAA  Form 
1800-31. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  “FOR  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT*’  and  at  the  FAA 
regional  Airports  office  located  at: 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Fitzgerald  Federal  Building,  )FK 
International  Airport,  Jamaica,  NY 
11430. 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  ffie  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  Lehigh- 
Northampton  Airport  Authority. 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  NY  on  May  26, 1992. 
Peter  A.  Nelson, 

Assistant  Manager,  Airports  Division  Eastern 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13071  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUJMG  CODE  4S10-13-M 


Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC); 
Univeraity  Park  Airport,  State  College, 
PA 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Rule  on 
Application. 

summary:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule 
and  invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 
revenue  from  a  PFC  at  University  Park 
Airport  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Aviation  Safety  and  Capacity  Expansion 
Act  of  1990  (Title  IX  of  ffie  Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1990)  (Pub. 
L  101-508)  and  pari  158  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  pari  158). 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  8, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  the  FAA  at  the  following 
address:  Harrisburg  Airports  District 
Office,  3911  Hartzdale  Dr.,  suite  1,  Camp 
Hill,  PA  17011. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  William  R. 
Stacey,  Management  Specialist  of  the 
Pennsylvania  State  University  at  the 
following  address:  room  304  Old  Main, 
University  Park,  PA  16802. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  Pennsylvania 
State  University  under  S  158.23  of  part 
158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

LW.  Walsh,  Manager  Harrisburg 
Airports  District  Office,  3911  Hartzdale 
Dr.,  suite  1,  Camp  Hill,  PA  17011. 717- 
782-4548.  The  application  may  be 
reviewed  in  person  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC  at 
University  Park  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L 101-508)  and  pari 
158  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  pari  158). 

On  May  15, 1992,  the  FAA  determined 
that  the  application  to  impose  and  use 
the  revenue  from  a  PFC  submitted  by 


Pennsylvania  State  University  was 
substantially  complete  within  the 
requirements  of  S  158.25  of  pari  158.  The 
FAA  will  approve  or  disapprove  the 
application,  in  whole  or  in  pari,  no  later 
than  August  28, 1992. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00. 
Proposed  charge  effective  date:  May  1, 
1992. 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date:  April 
30,  2004. 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue:  $5,058,723. 

Brief  description  of  proposed 
project(s): 

— ^Terminal  Apron  expansion. 

— ^Terminal  expansion-phase  1. 

— ^Terminal  expansion-phase  n. 

— ^Land  acquisition. 

— Upgrade  &  Renovate  Taxiway  B. 

— Storm  Water  Management. 

— Runway  extension. 

— Signage  update. 

— Emergency  Generator. 

— Obstruction  removal. 

— GA  ramp  rehabilitation. 

— Runway  Friction  Tester. 

— Runway  Condition  Sensors. 

— ^Maintenance  Building  &  Grit  storage. 
— Snow  Removal  equipment. 

— ARFF  Vehicle. 

— Expand  Taxiway  B. 

— Recondition  existing  Broom. 

— Master  Plan  Update. 

— Security  &  Access  Control 
improvement. 

— AWOS IV. 

— Land  Acquisition. 

— Snow  Removal  Equipment — blower. 

— Renovate  Runway  Lighting. 

— ^Terminal  Building  Expansion. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 
the  public  agency  has  requested  not  be 
required  to  collect  PFCs:  On  demand 
Air-Taxi  operators  and  Charter  Carriers. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  “FOR  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT”  and  at  the  FAA 
regional  Airports  office  located  at: 
F^eral  Aviation  Administration, 
Fitzgerald  Federal  Building,  JFK 
International  Airport,  Jamaica,  NY 
11430. 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  the  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the 
Pennsylvania  State  University. 

issued  in  )amaica,  NY  on  May  26, 1992. 
Peter  A.  Nelson, 

Assistant  Manager,  Airports  Division  Eastern 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13073  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am) 
BUXINO  COOC  4S10-13-M 
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Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PPC); 
Morgantown  Miviicipal  Airport, 
Morgantown,  WV 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Rule  on 
Application. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule 
and  invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 
revenue  from  a  PFC  at  Morgantown 
Municipal  Airport  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Aviation  Safety  and  Capacity 
Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Tide  DC  of  fte 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1990)  (Public  Law  101-508)  and  Part  158 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  Jidy  6, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  ^e  FAA  at  the  following 
address;  Beckley  Airports  Field  Office, 
469  Airport  Circle,  room  101,  Beaver, 
West  Vii^nia  25813. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Robert  L 
Bryant.  Airport  Manager  of  the  City  of 
Morgantown,  West  Virginia  at  the 
following  address:  389  Spruce  Street, 
Morgantown,  West  Virginia,  265(K. 

'  Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  City  of 
Morgantown  under  $  158.23  of  part  156. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Joseph  Scheff,  Manager  Beckley 
Aiqrarts  Field  Office,  469  Airport  Circle, 
room  101  Beaver,  West  Virginia  25813, 
(304)  252-6218.  The  application  may  be 
reviewed  in  person  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC  at 
Moigantown  Municipal  Airport  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety 
and  Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990 
(Title  IX  of  die  Chnnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L 101- 
508)  and  part  158  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  part  158). 

On  May  8, 1992,  the  FAA  determined 
that  the  application  to  impose  and  use 
the  revenue  from  a  WC  submitted  by 
the  City  of  Morgantown  was 
substantially  complete  within  the 
requirements  of  1 158.25  of  part  158.  The 
FAA  will  approve  or  disapprove  the 
application,  in  whole  or  in  part,  no  later 
than  September  4, 1992. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 


Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00. 
Proposed  charge  effective  date:  October 
1. 1992. 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date: 

October  31, 1994. 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue:  $100,000. 

Brief  description  of  proposed 
projects): 

— ^AirHeld  Lifting  and  Guidance  signs. 
— Overlay  T/W  C,  G.A.  Apron  and  Air 
Carrier  Apron. 

— Construction  and  Lighting  of  T/W 
parallel  to  R/W  5-23. 

— Construction  of  ARFF/Snow  Removal 
Building. 

— Purchase  ARFF  Equipment. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 
the  public  agency  has  requested  not  be 
required  to  collect  PCFs:  None. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  t^ce 
listed  above  under  "FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT"  and  at  the  FAA 
regional  Airports  office  located  at: 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Fitzgerald  Federal  Building — AEA-60Q, 
JFK  International  Airport,  Jamaica,  New 
York  11430. 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  the  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  City  of 
Morgantown,  West  Virginia. 

Issued  in  Jamaica.  New  Yoric  on  May  28. 
1992. 

Peter  A.  Nelson, 

Assistant  Manager,  Aiiports  Division  Eastern 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13072  Filed  &-3-62: 8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4910- »-« 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
INumber.  150-191 

Doiegation— Issuance  of  Immunity 
Orders 

Date:  May  28, 1992. 

1.  By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by 
sections  7802  and  7803  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1986,  and  by  31  U.S.C 
321(b),  there  is  hereby  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  the 
function  under  Title  n  of  the  Organized 
Crime  Control  Act  of  1970  (18  U.S.C 
6001,  et  seq.;  84  Stat.  926),  with  the 
approval  of  the  Attorney  General,  to 
make  determinations  axiid  to  issue  the 
orders  to  compel  the  testimony  under  a 
grant  of  immunity  of  any  individual  who 
has  been  or  may  be  called  to  testify  or 
provide  information  at  any  procee^g 
before  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
which  such  individual  refuses  to  give  or 
provide  on  the  basis  of  the  individual’s 
privilege  against  self-incrimination. 


2.  The  authority  herein  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reveme 
may  be  reritelegated  to  the  Deputy 
Commissioner,  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Criminal  Investigation) 
and  the  Chief  Inspector. 

3.  This  Order  8i4)ersedes  Treasury 
Order  150-19,  "Delegatton — Issuance  of 
Immunity  Orders."  dated  November  29. 
1977. 

Nicholas  F.  Brady, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc  92-130S9  Filed  6-3^;  8:45  am] 
BNJJNQ  CODE  4m-2S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

Information  Collection  Under  OHB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  0MB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  apjidicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

addresses:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  bom  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
VA’s  OMB  Desk  OfRcer,  Joseph  Lackey. 
NEC^  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  on  or  before  July  6, 
1992. 

DATED:  May  27. 1992. 
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By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Frank  E.  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information.  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight. 

Extension 

1.  Supplement  to  VA  Forms  21-526. 
21-534,  and  21^35  (For  Philippine 
Claims).  VA  Form  21-4169. 

2.  The  information  is  used  by  VA 
regional  office  in  Manila  to  determine 
whether  eligibility  for  VA  benefits  can 
be  established  based  on  service  in  the 
Commonwealth  Army  of  the  Philippines 
or  recognized  guerrilla  organization. 

3.  Individuals  or  households. 

4. 1,000  hours. 

5. 1  hour. 

6.  On  occasion. 

7. 1,000  respondents. 

IFR  Doc.  92-13025  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  •320-01-M 


Information  Collection  Under  0MB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OM6  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description.of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  bui^en  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NY  20420,  (202)  233-3021. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
VA’s  OMB  Desk  OfHcer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington.  DC 
20503,  (203)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  following 
collection  should  be  direct  to  the  OMB 
Desk  Officer  on  or  before  July  6. 1992. 

Dated:  May  27, 1992. 


By  direction  of  the  Secretary: 

Frank  E.  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight. 

Reinstatement 

1.  CertiHcate  of  Balance  on  Deposit, 
VA  Form  27-4718(a). 

2.  This  form  is  completed  by  VA 
fiduciaries,  as  required  by  State  courts 
and/or  Federal  status,  to  lessen  the 
volunerability  of  Federal  funds  to  fraud, 
waste,  and  abuse. 

3.  Individuals  or  households;  State  or 
local  governments;  Federal  agencies  or 
employees;  Non-profit  institutions. 

4. 1,500  hours. 

5.  3  minutes. 

6.  On  occasion;  Annually;  Biennially, 
Triennially. 

7.  30.000  respondents. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13026  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  S320-01-M 


Information  Collection  Under  OMB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  (Jirected  to 
VA's  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey. 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  on  or  before  July  6, 
1992. 


Dated:  May  27, 1992. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Frank  E.*  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight 

Reinstatement 

1.  Other  On-The-Job  Training  and 
Apprenticeship  Training  Agreement  and 
Standards,  VA  Form  22-8864,  and 
Employer's  Application  to  Provide  Job 
Training,  VA  Form  22-8865. 

2.  The  information  is  collected  from 
trainees  and  employers  to  ensure  that 
apprenticeship  and  on-the-job  training 
programs  and  agreements  meet  the 
statutory  requirement  for  approval. 

3.  State  or  local  governments;  Farms; 
Businesses  or  other  for-profit;  Federal 
agencies  or  employees;  Non-profit 
institutions;  Small  businesses  or 
organizations. 

4.  3,750  hours. 

5.  50  minutes. 

6.  On  occasion. 

7. 4,500  respondents. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13027  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BHXING  CODE  8320-41-M 


Information  Collection  Under  OMB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  ^m  Janet 
G.  Byers,fVeterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

^Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
VA’s  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
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20503.  (202)  395-7310l  Do  not  send 
requests  fw  beneHts  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Conunents  on  the  infonnatian 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  on  or  before  )uly  6. 
1992. 

Dated;  May  28, 1992. 

By  directions  of  the  Secretary. 

Frank  E.  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information,  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight 

New  Collection 

1.  Customer  Based  Measures 
Telephone  Survey. 

2.  VA  seeks  to  improve  the  quality, 
timeliness,  and  effectiveness  of  services 
to  veterans  and  their  beneficiaries.  The 
information  will  be  used  to  incorporate 
the  veterans’/beneficiaries’  perspective 
into  plans  for  service  delivery 
improvements,  provide  a  basis  on  which 
to  establish  customer  defined  indicators, 
and  provide  blueprint  for  planning  and 
resource  allocation. 

3.  Individuals  or  households. 

4.  806  hours. 

5. 14  minutes. 

6.  Annually. 

7.  3,456  respondents. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13031  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  S320-01-M 


Information  Collection  Under  OMB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s],  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5],  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW..  Washington.  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021 


Comments  and  questkMis  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
VA’s  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington.  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-73ia  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Oficer  on  or  before  July  a 
1992. 

Dated:  May  27, 1992. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Frank  E.  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight 

Extension 

1.  Mortgage  Loan  Information,  VA 
Form  26-8982. 

2.  This  information  card  will  be  used 
to  collect  social  security  numbers  as 
part  of  the  accounting  information 
required  by  credit  reporting  agencies  on 
delinquent  borrowers. 

3.  I^viduals  or  households. 

4.  829  hours. 

5.  5  minutes. 

6.  On  occasion. 

7. 9,950  respondents. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13030  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  8320-01-M 


Information  Collection  Under  OMB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

addresses:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 


VA’s  OMB  Desk  Officer.  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (302)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  on  or  before  July  6, 
1992. 

Dated:  May  27, 1992. 

By  direction  of  the  Secreatary. 

Frank  E.  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight 

Reinstatement 

1.  Application  for  Service-Disabled 
Insurance,  VA  Form  29-4364  and  VA 
Form  29-4364-1. 

2.  The  forms  are  used  by  veterans  to 
apply  for  Service-Disabled  Veterans 
Insurance,  to  designate  a  beneficiary 
and  to  select  an  optional  settlement. 

3.  Individuals  or  households. 

4.  2333  hours. 

5. 40  minutes. 

6.  On  occasion. 

7. 4,250  respondents. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13029  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  832IH)1-M 


Information  Collection  Under  OMB 
Review 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of  information 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 
This  document  lists  the  following 
information:  (1)  The  title  of  the 
information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
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VA’s  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  on  or  before  July  6, 
1992. 

Dated:  May  27. 1992. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Frank  E.  Lalley, 

Associate  Deputy,  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Information  Resources  Policies  and 
Oversight. 

Reinstatement 

1.  Offer  to  Purchase  and  Contract  of 
Sale,  VA  Form  26-6705,  and  Credit 
Statement  of  Prospective  Purchaser,  VA 
Form  26-6705b. 

2.  VA  Form  26-6705  serves  as  an  offer 
to  purchase  and  contract  of  sale  for 
submitted  purchase  offers  to  VA  on 
properties  acquired  through  operation  of 
the  guaranteed  and  direct  loan 
programs.  VA  Form  26-6705b  is  used  to 


collect  credit  and  income  information 
necessary  to  determine  whether  an 
applicant  qualifies  to  purchase  a  VA- 
owned  property. 

3.  Individuals  or  households. 

4.  38,547  hours. 

5. 14  minutes. 

6.  On  occasion. 

7. 165,200  respondents. 

FR  Doc.  92-13028  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am| 
BILUNQ  CODE  S320-01-M 


The  Child  Care  Development  of  the 
VAMC  Washington,  DC;  Designation 

agency:  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  designation. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  is 
designating  the  Washington,  DC  VA 
Medical  Center  as  a  site  that  will  be 
subject  to  child  care  development  under 
the  terms  of  an  enhanced-use  lease.  The 


Department  intends  to  enter  into  a  long¬ 
term  lease  of  real  property  and  facilities 
with  the  developer  who  provides  the 
Department  with  the  best  quality  care  at 
the  greatest  economic  advantage. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Julia  Reyes.  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Acquisition  and  Facilities 
(005),  810  Vermont  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20420.  202-535-8555. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  38  U.S.C 
8161  et  seq.  specifically  provides  that 
the  Secretary  may  enter  into  an 
enhanced-use  lease  with  a  private 
developer.  This  developer  will  provide 
services,  revenue,  or  both,  to  the 
Department.  The  child  care  center  will 
be  economically  self-sustaining  and  be 
compatible  with  the  existing  residential 
neighborhood. 

Approved:  May  26. 1992. 

Edward  J.  Derwinski, 

Secretary  of  Veterans  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13023  Filed  6-3-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  e320-01-M 


Sunshine  Act  Meetings 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  11:00  a.m.,  Friday.  June 

5, 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance  Matters 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13254  Filed  6-2-92;  2:44  pm] 
BIUIN6  CODE  6351-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  10:00  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
June  9, 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  Lower  Lobby  Hearing  Room. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  for  the  Chicago  Mercantile 
Exchange  for  contract  designation  in 
Goldman  Sachs  Commodity  Index  futures 
and  options. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jean  W.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13255  Filed  6-2-92;  2:44  pm] 
BILUNG  CODE  63S1-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  11:00  a.m.,  Friday,  June 

12, 1992. 

place:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 
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MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED*. 

Surveillance  Matters 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13256  Filed  6-2-92;  2:44  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  63S1-01-M 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  11:00  a.m.,  Friday,  June 

19, 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Surveillance  Matters 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13257  Filed  6-2-92;  2:44  pm] 
BILLING  CODE  63S1-01-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  11;00  a.m.,  Friday,  June 

26. 1992. 

PLACE:  2033  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance  Matters 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13258  Filed  6-2-92;  2:44  pm] 
BILUNG  CODE  6351-ei-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Tuesday,  June 

30. 1992. 

place:  2033  K  St.,  NW..  Washington, 
DC,  8th  Floor  Conference  Room. 
STATUS:  Closed. 


MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement  Matters 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jean  A.  Webb,  254-6314. 
Jean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  92-13259  Filed  6-2-92;  2:44  pm] 
BILUNG  CODE  6351-«1-M 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  NUMBER:  92-12668. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  DATE  AND  TIME: 

Thursday,  June  4, 1992, 10:00  a.m.. 
Meeting  Open  to  the  Public. 

THE  FOLLOWING  ITEM  WAS  DELETED 
FROM  THE  agenda: 

Advisory  Opinion  1992-13:  Mr.  James  M. 
Blackburn 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Tuesday,  June  9, 1992, 
10:00  A.M. 

PLACE:  999  E  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Compliance  matters  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C. 

S  437g. 

Audits  conducted  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C.  §  437g, 
S  438(b),  and  Title  26,  U.S.C. 

Matters  concerning  participation  in  civil 
actions  or  proceedings  or  arbitration 
Internal  personnel  rules  and  procedures  or 
matters  affecting  a  particular  employee 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  June  11, 1992, 
10:00  a.m. 

PLACE:  999  E  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  (Ninth  Floor). 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Correction  and  Approval  of  Minutes 
Title  26  Certification  Matters 
Final  Repayment  Determination — Kemp  for 
President 

Final  Repayment  Determination — Bush- 
Quayle  ‘88 

Status  of  Regulations  Projects  (continued 
from  meeting  of  May  14, 1992) 
Administrative  Matters 


23616 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  108  /  Thursday.  June  4.  1992  /  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland.  Press  Officer, 
Telephone:  (202)  219-4155. 

Delores  R.  Harris, 

Administrative  Assistant. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13191  Filed  6-2-92;  ia52  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  671S-01-4I 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

Amended  Notice  of  Meeting 

[BAG  TTlO-FWj 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  Vol.  57. 
p.  21700.  May  21. 1992. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING:  2KX)  p.m.,  June  8, 1992. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  lOKX)  a.m., 
June  15. 1992. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Charles  L  Clapp. 
Secretary,  Postal  Rate  Commission, 
Room  300, 1333  H  Street,  NW.. 

Washington,  DC  20268-0001,  Telephone 
(202)  789-6840. 

Charles  L  Clapp, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-13221  Filed  6-2-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJMG  CODE  771S-01-M 


